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Tnt3 comper^diom d«j§cril>e3S the program of state financial aid to scbool 
dlstJ^ict3 that uere. in>ffect in the 197S-79 school year • For aiwje 
states J f»*o£:ram doll^a re{jcrtecl are for budget amoimts rattier than 
actual disbors^nents. tbe compendium also contains a€«tje information on 
the state and local tax nyntma which support eleMntary and secondary 
education. The volume updatea the information reported in the 1975*76 
edition^i/ 

The report for each state com^iata of t«d farts* Itie first part ia 
entitled •^Selected School Finance Pacts* and reports featurea or 
the state and local systems of providing: financial support for 
public schools, "nie second part of a staters report contains thfe 
actual description of each state pro^*am of financial aid to local 
school districts and to intermediate districts. The ♦Elected School 
Finance Facts" is based on inforraation provided by states in 
questionnaires which accompanied the U.S. Office of Education request 
for descriptions of financial aid pro^rass. These questionnaires 
are reproduced at the end of thii^ section. The questionnaires, one 
un state support and ttie other on local support , were desired to 
^.ather ir;t*orinat ion which had often prov^ elusive or to clarify 
information rvmUnely reported. In addition, states w^jre asked to 
report important changes In legislation and anV juaicial rulings 
which have occurred since 1975-76 that impacted on school finance. 

A number of items in the questi«inaire on State Support" were 
closicned to reveal the composition of state revenue used in th^ 
supin>rt of public schools « Another group of quoations cc»icemed a 
comparison of the state basic guarantees with statewide arverages 
ror thti scKue paraii^eters. For the first tin», states were asked to 
report ixifur^tlun re^^rding changes in the equity status of 
th^ir finance systems* Any evidence *^ich acfcompanied state 
claims about equity features was repcarted in the State Support 
section of '•^elected ;$chool Finance Facts"* 

The quest ionrjaire also sought information rejr^rding state funding 
of or^ployec beriefit.i programs^ A tiumber of states previdea such 
support wit^KUit reporting it as a state school financial aid 
:rofT'3n5. This frequently occurs when states transfer funds to a* 
-incite account, earmarked for employee benefits rather than 
providing direct aid to local school systems for this program^ 
T,nis nmissxon normally understates by substantial amounts the 
amouTit or school support reported by these states. State payments 
for employee benefit obligations now constitute one of the 
laO'ei)* 'yVxj^x^i^ of aid assistance on behalf of the local school 
«1i;stricts* 

The filial r,r oup of questions on the ••Questionnaire on State Suf^rt** 
i? iesigned provide information on new slate aid programs^ 
judicial proctjedint*;3 affectin/j school finance, and any hiajor 
charu;os in assessment practices* 

Tho ;uj«:?stioniijire on Lo<:al oupport'* contains questions relating to 
loc^l tax wurcos and to methods of raising and limiting taxes for 
public schocii purj?<:»£ies» Kcvenue limits have assumed a heater 
i.'npr.r^jinc*'* m recent yearn, either as an attempt to achieve 
greater equal ir.at ton by reducing interdistrict revenue disparities 
or as :j mean.^ of limititi/^; the growth of or even lessening the 
reliajice on, f-rc^perty taxes* Cme critical question was designed 



1/ A separate section on property taxes follows this Introductory chapter, 
of property taxes in the financing of public schools* 

2/ These States are Connecticut, Delaware, Hawaii, Kentucky, and North Cai 



to provide information on the. share of local mvmm^ re^iuirod a» a 
aatching aiocimt or a co«)tril»;itica[) to the toasic sopiKrt 
"TheB€ **required** local rov^uea «^<»iatitute t6a aq^ised reves»;»s* 
Ttm larg(er the share of th6 ct?c*ined state and local rovem^s* 
that are equalized in a state, the stronger the presunjption that the 
state aid system has effectively ntotrailzed the influ^ice ^f ^ f*»> 
local wealth in the f Inancins of public schools. Ittforaatito larovided 
on the n^ocal Suppwt*^ questicmnaire replaces tne narratives onV 
local support which followed each atate*a ac^i aid i^ogram dea^ipt 
tion in previws editiona of this compendium* With <me or two 
exceptions, states have not alt»»d this infortiaUoB ffr the last 
two editions* 

State responses to the questionnaires varied irldely^ Some states 
provided an abundance of useful information; other states had little 
to report. Because of these variations .in resp<ns3es, one mBt not • 
assume tiiat the information provided by some states is complete* 

State School Finance Pro^-'am Descriptio,is 

The description of each staters financial aid systeans follows the fomat 
originally intn>duced in the 1975-76 odiUon, with the exception- of 
employee benefits* (See Oiart W Because of th^ roa^aitude of aid 
provided for m^lofee benefits, such aid prograias now appear as Xtm 
nikber 4 in the chart. ♦♦Instructional Staff Services'* lAich consti-^ 
tuted itam number 4 in the 1975-76 edition now appear under iteoi 6, 
•♦current Aid Programs, not elsewhere classified 

The •♦Basic Support Proff^ams** provide the major part of state funds to 
local school districts. The essential features of these programs 
vary among the states, with some narrowly focusing on aid distributions , 
for regular day jnipils while a few encoj^ass the broad range of state 
supported programs* The dollars associated with the major c<Haponents 
of the "Basic Support Programs** appear in parenthesis where they have 
been reported. Almost invariably, these prograiBS require some 
financial contribution frcss the loc^l school systems, thou^ in a few 
states the a^T^gate local contribution is nominal* toly five states 
distribute basic aid in the t^^rm of flat grants requiring no local *^ 
funds*^ In addiUon to the ♦'Basic Support Program, ♦• some states 
provide unrestricted g^t-l aid through separate prdffpams. These 
are reported as ♦♦Supplemental Basic Support** programs and follow 
Immediately the major basic support program description* 

The •*Pupil Targeted Instructional Programs** ccmprise the categorical 
aid programs providing educational support to groups of children who 
have been separately identified, such as handicapped children, or for 
specific educational programs, such as vocational education- Where 
such aid programa <«i*« included in the basic support program, they are 
referenced accordingly* Financial aid provided on the basis of a 
count of disadvantaged children which is not earme^rkod for such 
children is in reality a form of general aid to school 
districts designed to compensate for any extra costs associated with 
the education of children attending schools in these districts, Si»ice 
this aid is provided without any requirement that the amount be spent 
On tho targeted population it may legit inatoly be considered general 
aid rather than pupil targeted and ia not identified here. 

The third category of progran.s, ♦♦Pupil Support Services,** refers to 
state funds provided to local education agencies irrespective of the 
curriculum in which pupils are enrolled, F'inanclal support for 
transportation, for instructional materials and for food services are 
typical programs Included in this category. 

The report appears in this volume because of tbe importance 



Chart 1 

" ^tata Sdiool Aid Profirama 

Baaic Suppcnrt Prograsicr 
a* ?rimpy Baalc Proaram 

b. Suppleoontal Basic Support rrograii» 

PupU Targatad Xnatr»iCtional Progrttna 

a« Special Education 

t>. Vocational Education 

c. Oriimr Erii^tion 

d. Cosfpet^torj Bducatim 
a. BiXinoml/Blcultural Education 
f * Migrant Education 

g. kindergarten and<Barly Cbildbood 

h. Adult Education and NcApower 

i. Other Pupil Targeted Prograro 

•Delinqi^nta 
•CHrpbana 

•Career Aimreneaa 
•Right«*t^Read 
•Dnxg Education 

Pupil Support Servicea ^ 
a. Tranaportation 
b« Health and Guidance 
Ci» Textbooks^ Inatructional Materials and Media Servicea 
d» Pood Services 
e« Other Pupil Support Services 

Employee Benefits 

District Characteristics 

a. Urban Factor 

b. Density Factor 

c. Sparsity Factor 

d. Other 

•State iapact aid 

*Fcoperty Tax relief for high tax distrirji-a 



Current Aid Programa, H.B.C. 

.For increasing or decreasing enrollments 
«To reduce pupil/teacher enrollinents 
«Aid to non^public schools 
•For district reorganisation 
•Coormmity schools 

.Instructional Staff support ^ 
;Pilot Studies 
•State administration 

Capital Support Programs 
a* Grants 
b. Loans 

"c. Other ^ 



^Es^loyeo Benef Ita** are aepardtely reported ad the fourth grcup of 
programa. Becauae of tto sstgnitudo of atata aid Involved and 
their sTowinfi Importance^ theae programs have been separately 
identified here. Again, it should he mentioned that only state 
mpl(^eo benef : t programs t^ich have been r^)orted ae state aid 
progreoa are included here^ The Elected School Finance Pacts'* for 
each state give Information on those aUtes *Aiich have reported 
transfers to state wployee benefit functe that do not ai^^ear as 
state education aid. Hie fifth group of atate aid pr<^ams, 
entitled *n)iatrict Qiaracteriaticsi'» encompases those financial 
aids provided on the basis of features of school districts 
which a state chooses to compensate. Incidence of poverty^, 
small school aid adjustments and/or sparsity fact<^ are the 
programs separately reported In this category^ 

•♦Current Aid Programs, not elseuhere classified,** follows and Is 
a residual category or programs. Examples of the programs 
included in this category are listed in Chart I. * 

♦♦Capital Support Programs.*' comprise the final category. Oi%hts 
for construction, debt service support, arid loans have been 
Included here. However, loans available tiJf local education 
agencies have been excluded f rcsn the summary state aid total 
appearing at the first line of each State's program description 
of school aid. 

The Basic Support Programs 

Important features of state aid distributed to local school districts 

under the basic support programs are identified in Table 1, "Principal 

Features of the Basic Support Programs of State School Aid, 1978-79.** 

The difficulty in constructing such a table is in trying to 

capture the essense of fifty diverse programs under a handful 

of headings. Some of the basic program characteristics can easily be 

atondarized; other program characteristics are unique to a 

state an:i.(?o not lend themselves to easy classifications. In these 

cases, the compiler's Judgement comes into play. While a reader's 

interpretation may differ from our own, this Table represents 

our estimate of the basic support program features. 

The first five columns in the body of Table 1 identify the basis 
by Which state aid is calculated for distribution. Essentially, 
these columns differentiate between the way pupils are counted 
for state aid purposes. In the first column, pupils are counted 
without any weighting, thou^ the actual measure otsed varies 
among the states. EJtamplea of unwel^ted pupiJ. measures are 
avera^ daily attendance, ^jjerage daily membership and fuir 
•tinn? equivalent students. 




States using pupil woigbting as the unit for state aid calculations" 
are reported in columns 2 and 3. The laos^ coim&on forms of pupil 
Wilting reflMt broad categories of prc^rams or district 
features and are reported in column 2* States may differentiate 
regular school pupils by ^c^b Iw^U and othw pupils by 
te^oad programs, ^uch as special education or vocational education. 
Th0f bay also omspensate school dlmtricts for density or sp^ity or 
for the incidence of poverty, in some states, these pupil weights 
are also adjusted for the training and experience of the teachers 
ployed. ^ 

S<»m states use* elaborate wighitlns measures to differentiate students 
enrolled In a variety of educational programs. Stat4»s with such 
detailed i»^gram weigjhUng measures are supcs^ted in column 3. These 
weights are deslgi^ to reflect the extra costs of providing specific 
instructional services. The pupU weights are often related to 
progrt^ns for speafic learning disabilities in special education —je.fi. 
for emotionally disturbed ch^dren, the ijlldly retarded, for the 
deaf, etc. ~ and for the differing currlculums in vocatl-cnal educatloo* 
Wei^ts tied to the p*ade level of pur/ils enrolled m the regular 
prbgram are another common feature of specific program weightirfe 
systems « ^ 

State school aid which ih calculated pn the basis of instructional 
units are reported In columns 4, and 5- State aid progr^ idiic^ 
require that aid be allotted on the basis of the number of teachers 
hired by a sctKwl district within specific pupil-teacher ratios, are 
reported in column 4. In these programs, States guarantee salaries 
of teachers in accordance with a salary schedule r cting years of 
formal training or degree status and teaching exper e. In 
addition, otiier personnSl units such as supervisors , J administra- 
tors may also be tied to allowidJle teachei^ ur4t8 and, in some cases, 
payments for maintenance and operatiohs and captUl outlays are 
based on the number of authorised teacher units. In column 5, 
Uiose state aid programs are identified which allocate dollars on 
the basis of the number of authorised classroan units without 
reference to the existing number of teachers. Classroom units are 
calculated on the basis of the number of pupils enrolled in a 
school system. Financial aid is provided for all of the costs 
associated with the educational program for that unit. 

The principal types of state and local shared cost programs are reported 
in columns 6-10. Column 6 shows State aid program^ calculated 
on the basis of a minimum foundation guarantee. These programs 
provide a state guarantee for a level of aid either on a per pupil 
or per instructional unit hasl3. The form of the guarantee varies 
among the foundation programs. Some states specify a dollar 
guarahtee per pupil while other foundation programs tie their support 
to author ized Instructional units without reference to any (♦ollar 
guarantee. They are shared cost programs in that local school 

\ 
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Unit Calculation 




Variable Ckiarantee Prottrams 


Guaranteed Mlninum 




Dnweighied 
fupils 


Weighted Pupils 


Instructional Units 


Minimaa 








Guar- 


Per Pupil 
or Flat 
Grant 
<U) 








Broad 1^/ Speelfie 
Catenaries Programs 
(2) (3) 


Teacher 
(4) 


Classroott 


Foundatim 
Program 


Percentage 
Equalising 
(7) 


Guaranteed 
Yield 
(8) 


Guaranteed 
Tax Base 
(9) 


anteed 
Budget 
(10) 


Pel 
District 

(12) 


Alabasui 
Alaska 

Arixona 

California 


X 


i 

! 
t 

* 1 


X 


i X 


(a)X 
X 
X 


(a)X 






X 




X 


Colorado 

Connecticut 

Delaware 

Florida 

Georgia 


K 
X 




1 

X 
X 


X 

X 




X 

(«)X 


(a)X 


X 


(a)X 




X 

(b)X 
X 


X 


Hawaii 
♦Idaho 
tXlinoU 

Iowa 


X 


X 
X 


X 






X 

<a)X 

X 






X 


X 


X 
X 
X 


X 
X 


Kansas 

Kentucky 

toulslana 

Kaine 

Maryland 


X 
X 


X 


X 


X 
X 




(a)X 
X 
X 




(a)X 


(a)X 


X 


(b)X 


X 


Michigan 
Minnesota. 
Mississippi 
Missouri 

<• 


X 


X 
X 

X 

1 




X 

{ 

..-i 


1 


X 

U)X 


X 


X 


(a)X 


X 


X 


X 
X 



See footnotes at end of table* 
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Unit Calculaci 


Lon 




Variable Guarantee ProeranB^ 


« 


Guaranteed Mininm 




Unwei(^hte< 
Pupllsr 


Weighted Pupils 


Instruct lonal Units 


Minimum 








Guar- 
anteed 
Budget 
(10) 


^^T Pupil 

or Flat 
Grant 






(1) 


Broad 1^/ Specific 
Categories Programs 


Teacher 
(A) 


Classroom 

(5) 


Foundation 
Program 
(6> 


Percentage 
Equalising 


Guaranteed 
Yield 
(8> 


Guaranteed 
Tax Base 
(9) 


Per 
Di:»trict 
(12) 


Montana 

ttobraska 

Nevada 

New Hampshire 
New Jersey 


X 


X 
X 
X 
X 


[ 


X 




X 

X 
X 




(a>X 


X 


X 


X 
X 


X 


New Mexico 
New York 
North Carolina 
North Dakota 
Ohio 


X 


X 

X 
X 
X 




X 




(«)(b)X 
X 


X 


(b)X 






X 
X 


X 
X 


Oklahoma 
Oregon 
Pennsylvania 
Rhode Island 
9outii varox ma 


X 
X 


X 
X 

i 
i 


X 






X 
X 


V 
A 

X 


X 




X 


X 
X 


X 
X 
X 
X 


South Dakota 

Tennessee 

Texas 

Utah 

Vennont 


X 


1 


X 
X 


X 


X 


X 

(aKb)X 
X 

(b)X 


X 


(a)X 






X 
X 


X 

4 


Virginia 
Washington 
West Virginia 
Wisconsin 
Wyoming 

' • ' ' ' ^— - — • ' 


X 

X 
X 


1 




X 

1 
1 
1 


X 
X 


A 

X 

X . 


1 




X 


:i;(b;x 


X 





d. Minor feature. 

b. Adjusted for teacher degree status and/or experience in each district. 
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distrlcta stake a ccmtriiKition to tbe program usually bg loaeting a local 
lovy reQuiresent. Where a ^ool diat. let raiaes tbrou^ tbla levy 
r^uinmient oore tiian tbe stat« sawemktme, then it tfoea not i>artici«* 
pata lo the foundaticm pn;^;ram. For otoer diatrieta^ the araount 
ralmd locally thrx?ugh t^e required }evy i& deducted ^ '^cbarsed hack** 
rtxm the smowx guaranteed by the atate throiglh the fouiKtation 
program. The level of required local support varies widely amoos 
the Statea. Hinisftjm Cc^mdatlon progracoa are the principal isechaniam 
trarcaigh irtilch about half of the atatea diatrihute their baaic 
fioascial school alda* ' 

froffrms of state aid which guarantee a variable dollar level of support 
to school districts are the principal alternative to the ffil nitnum 
foundation program and are repor^.ed in columns 7-10. Unlike the 
foundation program where a state seta the guarantee level , variable 
guarantee programs are based on school diatrict decisions on spending 
and tax effort within certain prescribed constraints* One of the 
chief cbaracc^eristics of these alternative fonaulations of basic 
state aid ia that the state guarantee varies with the local tax 
efffvrt or local budget preference as well as the district's wealth* 
As a result, a greater flexibility is introduced in the provision of 
state aid« 

In ail of these cases there is a maximum guaranteed amount which 
States will provide. Hence, LEAs do not have the option of taxing 
themselves at increasing rates in order to receive larger amounts 
of State aid* 

States utilijsing percentage equalizing formula are reported in 
column ?• These formulas usually take the form, state aid equals 
one minus (Equalized value of property per pupil in a district 
dividec) by the state average equalized value per pupil) times a 
given percent of a dollar arr*ount set by the state or by the 
district. Tho^igh this formulation differs from the typical 
foundation pro^jram the result in terms of state aid provided is 
the same as that of the foundation progrun. The difference is 
that a district ia reimbursed up to a maximum amount in accord- 
ance witn its choice of an expenditure level* 

other foma of state aid have been implemented in recent years 
which have guaranteed to each district a tax yield {column 8), 
a tax baoe {column 9) or a budget {column 10), Under a system 
of guaranteed tax yields, the state sets a guaranteed doll|ur 
aifiount for each mill levied by a school district up to a specified 
number of mills* Where district levies yield less than tho 
prescribed guarantee, the state provides the difference. Where 
a st.ite program guarantees a tax base, districts are free to 
chu* a local levy, usually above a minimum, and the state 
share is equal to arjy difference between the district levy on 
its own tax base and that of the guaranteed tax base. Thus, 
while tho fonmalation of the guaranteed tax base differs from 
that of the guarariteed yieid, tho actual proceeds to a district 
are the sajao uiider either prograni. Any given dollar guarantee 
per mill is equivalent to a guaranteed ta^x base for each mill 
levied* 



I 
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Several states have basic aid emmtto&a tied to actual district 
budgiets aod these are identified In coltm X0« In these states» 
pattwns of eiqpecidlture differesK^s among districts have been 
larsely froaea into the sctool finance system ttougli low spewting 
districts may be |aH>vlded with ajd incwtives with greats 
allowable limits in annual budget growth than big spMding districts* 

In sane states, the aggresate required local ^^ntntwUon to the 
baaic support prc^pram is minimal* As a result, there is little 
variation in aid entitlements anxsn^ districts based on district 
wealth. Such aid programs more closely i^eses^e flat grants 
than equalizatic^ aid* Yet they cannot be classified as flat 
grant programs because seme local contribution is reqpiiired* 
Six States (Alabama, Georgia, Lmisiana, Mississippi, New Mexico 
and Tennessee) require less than 15 perc^t in aggregate local 
amtritnitions to their foundation aid prc^ams* They are 
identified in Tftble 1 as states providing foundatlM aid as a minor 
program feature. Similarly in Alaska, a minimal aggr^te local 
contribution is required its percentage equalizing program as 
it also is in Washington tmder its guaranteed budget program* 

In column Up state inxgrsmts which ^larantee to each district a 
minimum payment or flat grant per pupil are reported. Generally, 
a minimum payment guarmitee appears as a provision of the basic 
wpport or shared cost prc«ram* Where a district does not qualify 
for state aid undor the basic support program, usually because 
of its high^ wealth status, some states provide a miniam per puoil 
payment to the district* Bsswtially, all such state progi^ams 
have flat grant pconomts incorporated in their shared cost programs. 
Other states provide flat per pupU ps^nsents thrmig^ separate funds 
to all districts for general education aid punH>ses, ^ th^ too 
are reported in column. 10* Since these flat grants are equivalent 
to minimum payment guarantees, they are both reported in coli«sn 10 
of Table 1. The importance of flat per pupil grants varies widely 
among the states* In North Carolina and Delswares,, for es^mple, 
the entire basic support ptoerm is funded through flat grants 
distributed on the basis of teacher unite* In some states, the flat 
grant is minimal and merely guarantees a per i»ipil payment to districts 
which do not qualifV for equalisation aid as in the Nebraska and 
Illinois programs* Other states, such as New York and Massachusetts , 
provide more substantial amounts in the f^rm of flat grants or 
minimum guarantees per pupil* 

States f^ch have repcurted minimum dollar guarantees to districts 
are listed in column 11* The reader is cautioned to note that-^ot 
all states with minimum district guarantees may have reported this 
information so that this colusm may be inco0q>lete* Guaranteed 
district miniimmis are generally in the torn of save^-harmles? 
provisions which assure that the amour t of state aid to any disU^ict « 
is equal to the amount provided in a base year or to a parentage 
of the base year amount* Such provisions are of critical 
importance to local education agencies experiencing declining 
enrollments* At the same time these provisions tend to mitigate 
the equalizing effects of any basic school aid distribution idiich 
varies Inversely to district wealth* 



In Table 1, an attempt has been made to characterise the basic state 
school aid programs accordltig to their formulation. However, the 
diversities and complexities of these programs can only be 
revealed by the actual state program descriptions which follow. 
Perhaps the chief source or diversity is the level of financial 
support provided by the basic school aid distribution. A state 
ba.ilc guarantee of say, $500 per pupil, dlTfors dramatically 
from a state guarantee of $1,500 per pupil, ever, though the 
calculation of the guarantee takes the same form* Other sources 
of differences among the state basic support programs stem from 
the measure of local wealth, the amount of local effort 
required, pupil weighting units ^ and the types of education 
programs or services encompassed in the basic program, 

:i:tate 3chool Aid Programs 

The distribution of state aid by program category is reported in 
Table 2. Tho programs included in this table comprise the major 
programs for which aid is provided by the states or in which 
there is a Federal interest. The program dollars are reported 
in the same sequence as they appear in the state program reports 
which follow. 

Many states provide aid for various programs throui^ their 
basic support programs. When this occurs » the amount provided 
is reported in parenthesis in the program columri but is not 
deducted from the basic support program* Some states also 
provide additional aid for the same general purpose through 
categorical programs. In such cases, the categorical amounts 
have been added to the programs dollars appearing within the 
parenthesis. A footnote alerts readers when categorical aid 
has been added. 

Among the categorical aid programs, dollars for cCwpeosatory 
education have been reported only for those states ^hich require 
the targeting of these funds to the appropriate studtmt 
population. Programs which provide aid on the basis of a 
poverty count but do not require the targeting of such funds 
are more properly aid based on the incidence of poverty and 
are included in the category of aid assistance for district 
characteristics. 

A few states provide substantial amounts as direct aid for . 
property tax relief programs, but such amo mts have not been 
identified in Table 2* This is because otfjer States may be 
providing substantial property tax relief through statewide 
programs such as circuit breakers or throu^ the operation 
of their basic support programs even though this effect is 
not separately reported. 

Sparsity programs are almost invariably reported in the program 
aid descriptions, but the additional dollar allowance such 
schools generate often are not. In such cases, the reader 
is alerted in the table to the exlstance of such a feature. 
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No attempt was made to standardize the exponents of a program so 
that expenditures which might be charged to one program in one 
state could. appear in another a cc ount , c ls ow he r ^ , 'Rmsv -^^^ - * 
figures in Table 2 represent program expenditures as reported 
by each state in accordance with its definition of a program. 

State share of school Dxpenditures 

The share of state/local school expenditures contributed by the 
states is reported in Taole 3. The states are ranked according 
to the importance of the relative state contribution in 1978-79. 
All Federe. funds are excluded from these calculations. 

The median state share was 53 percent in 197&-7S^ up from the 
50 percent reported in 1975-76. In 26 states, only narrow changes 
in the percentage state share of school expenditures have occurred 
since 197^»76. In 4 states, the percentage state share was 
reported unchanged and in 9 states, it moved within a range of ♦ or 
- one percentage point. In another 13 states, the state share 
moved within ♦ or - 2 or 3 percentage points in the three year 
period with the gainers and losers virtually evenly divided. To 
summarise the changes among these 26 states, 11 states exhibited 
modest increases of up to 3 percentage points in t*'2 state ^sh^e, 
in 11 states declines of up to 3 percentage points were registered 
and in 4 state? their shares were constant. 

Changes in the state share in the remaining 24 states were more 
pronounced. In 14 states, increases ranged between 4 and 23 
percentage points and in 10 states declines occurred between 4 and 
9 percentage points. 

The most significant increases occurred in California and Washington 
with the state share Increasing by more than 20 percentage points in 
each case. In California, the state assumed a larger share of the 
education costs following voter approval of Proposition 13 which 
rolled back property taxes to one percent of market value. School 
districts shared in tne proceeds of these reduced tax revenues along 
with ouier local taxing jurisdictions, and the state covered most of 
the balance lost in local school revenues. In Washington, a State 
Supreme Court decision-in 1978, affirmed the State's obligacion to 
fund a "Basic Education" program as required by the State's 
constitution. This program, funded at 85 percent of authorized level 
in 1978-79 (and at 100 percent in the folluwing year), was supplemented 
by substantially smaller amounts of local revenues than in previous 
years. In 1975, Washington had converted a local school contri- 
bution tax rate to a statewide property tax to fund public schools. 
T.ie result of these two measures was to boost significantly the state 
share of total school funding. 

Substantial increases in the state share of school expenditures 
provided by the state also occurred in New Jersey (12 percentage 
points) and Oregon {10 percentage points). The infusion of state 
money following the implementation of new school aid formulas 
accounted for the increase in both cases. In the remaining 10 
states relative increases in state share occurred between 4 and c 
percentage points. Generally, this was accomplished by pumping 
additional state dollars into existing aid programr. In Alaska, 
the increased state share can be largely traced to substantial 
increases in capital grants. 
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Tabla 2. STAtK SCBODL AID FOK SSLfCTBD PE06HAKS OR PURPOSES^ 1978H979 

(Xa MUlieu of DolUr») 



State 



Alabama 

Alaska 

Aritana 

Arkans.i?) 

California 

Colorado 

Connecticut 

Delaware 

Florida 

Georgia 

Hawaii 

Idaho 

Illinois 

Inctian;! 

Iowa 

Kansaa 

Kentucky 

Louisiana 

^faine 

MaryUnd 

MasMoirhuset t< 

Michigdin 

Minnf*sota 

Mississippi 

Missouri 



Total 



666.4 
Jf^l 7 
442.4 
289.0 
S.657.D 

S44 ^ 
295.3 
184. 1 

269.S 
171.4 
U933.2 
777.2 
47o. S 

34J»6 
647.0 
716.1 
171.6 
77 $.4 

U450.9 
987.6 
J72.$ 
'^69. ) 



Raaic 
" Support' 
Prograos 



Pupil Targeted Inatructioiml Programs 



CA 



8 



? 

U 

5 



s 



3 § 

Is 



5?6«6 


f25.6) 


AM <i 
HO. 5 






20J.6 








(5.2) 


397.4 




7 1 




1.3 


222. S 


A** . " 


ft #k 
o. n 






4^314.1 


373.8 




130.1 


12,0 


470.4 


34.3 


11.0 




2.4 


191.1 


51.4 


3.0 


7.3 


1.4 


119.2 


(33.8). 


(15.7) 






l«16l.4 


(202.2)"* 


(269. 6)b 


26.5 




677.9 


(60.9)^ 


2.5 


19.8 




143.1 


14.2 




13.4 




120.1 


(11.4) 


1.1 






U372.9 


154.2' 


25.1 




14.6 


69'>.3 


(34.0) 


(14.8) 


(12. 2> 




461.1 




3.0 






28^.3 


22.4 


n.6 






62}. 0 


(63.8)^ 


f47.4) 






613^.5 


(75.0)^ 


3.5 






171.6 


{6.0) 


(3.8) 






319.2 


61.9 


1.3 - 






633. S 


(a) 


(a) 




(a) 


1.1*10.7 


114.7 


29.9 


32.7 


4.0 


649.0 


78.1 


16.2 






327.6 


(29.2><* 


(39.8)C 






434.8 


46.3 


17.6 







0 



I 



9 



1.8 
1.1 

1.0 

(33.7) 

2.4 

7.5 
4.4 

insig. 
2.9 
0.4 

0.1 



Pupil Support Services 



o 

s 

19 

v> 



(38. i: 

17.2 
6.5 

20.2 
60.7 

13.0 
13.2 
10.6 
51.5 
(42.8) 

8.3 
(9.3) 
31.3 
28.6 



22.1 
(44.8)C 
(76.1)<= 

(8.9) 

63.0 

46.5 
93.3 
78.3 
(i9.0) 
45.7 



» > 

2 § 



u 



(0 



5.7 
28.9 

0.4 



20.0 
(16.8) 



7.3 
9.4 



7.7 
16.5 



4.1 
18.3 



0.9 
35.3 



1.9 

4.0 

24.1 
0.3 

14.3 
4.2 
3.3 

2.1 

13.0 

4.6 

7.0 

3.4 
1.1 
4.1 



Staff 



at 
a 



o 



(20.4) 

152.4 

28.4 
68.6 



25.2 
228.0 



41.9 
183.8 

(35.7) 



Adjustsent 
for District 
Character laties 



u 

§ 

u 
c 



44.0 
6.4 



(a) 



(a) 

(a) 
(a) 



J 



I 



CO 



(a) 

(5.7) 
(a) 

3.5 



(0.2) 
(a) 



(a) 
xa) 
(a) 
(0.3) 



S*ttf foutnotus at end of Table. 
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Table 2- STAtE SCHOOL AID FOR SELKTED FROCIUII^ OR PURPOSES, 1978*1979 (Cont'd) 

(In Millioiui of IkiUara} 



Total 



Mtmt cina 




161.8 




i 95,1 


72.1 




! 88. 9 


88.9 






6,9 


K<*v .fer»ey 


j 1,378.9 


732.8 


New Mexico 


1 3*9.1 


305.8 


N -w Vork 


j 3,353.0 


3,047.2 


North Carolina 


! 1.086.1 


983.1 




1 U9a 


97.5 


Ohio 


; 1.519.9 


8SJ.S 


I .ihotnci 


i 

i 3M.1 


352.9 


Or %? Klin 


1 373.0 


322.2 


Prnnsvlvania 


1 1,848.5 


1,362.8 




i 117.7 


102.5 


South (;<irol ina 


i S09.9 

1 


347.2 


Simth Dakota 




37.8 


T^nrifNscf ^ 480.9 


427.0 


N'xas 


2,184.0 


2,164.0 


I t ah 


307.7 


201.7 


V<» rm«M}t 




39.0 




800,? 


603.2 


Wanhin^Con 


97h.4 


746.2 


Wf«t Virginia 


37S.; 


i^4, 7 


Wl srvn»ln 


72S. i 


'>H6./* 




69.1 





Support 
Programs 



Pupil Targeted Instructional Programs 



u 

3 



9 

U 



(26.7)*" 

13*9 
(11. 1) 
0.5 

88.3 

(30.2) 
(146.6)«J 
(65.7)^ 

6,1 
142,8 

(21.5) 
24.5 

149. a 

4.0 
(52. i») 



(0,8) 
0.6 

0.2 
11. 0 



(0.7) 



69.0 



98.3^(140.0) 
54.6 
5.3 

102.6 40.1 



(3.8) 

13.0 
0.3 
(^9,3) 



I.O 
KO 
2.0 



1.5 1.4 

(57.8) (44.4) 

(250.8)^ (1)5.0)^ 

(23. i)^ (li.0>*'^ 

11. 1 3.2 



Jf*.8 
49.0 
7.0 
9i.6 
(14.7)^ 



21.9 
(53.2)^* 
9.8 

<i4.1)^ 



(1.0) 



7.3 



t.2 



6 



7.9 

(2.7) 



0.1 



(5.2) 
0.3 



1.4 



a 
o 



9 

3 



5.5 



(a) 



Pupil Support Services 



P. 

to 

§ 



m > 

«-4 • 

U 



Is 



E; 



l.i 



(2.3) 



0.4 



3,6 
(0.7) 
(5,2) 

90.1 

21.0 
(295.0) 
(56. 3)C 

9.5 
71.4 

(13.3) 
19.8 
98.0 

30.6 

(4.4) 
16.6 
(61.5) 
11.1 



20.5 
63.3 ^ 
(U.O)^ 
15.3 
(5.3)^ 



5.1 
60.0 
(22.5)<^ 

2.8 

6.3 



9.1 



0.5 
0.9 

0.3 
10.6 



11.3 
o 
0.6 
•8.2 

1.5 

9.1 
2.6 
0.9 



.6.4 
20.1 . 
(3.2)^^ 3.2 
0.4 



2.8 



3.4 



5.r 

4.6 
1.9 
3.6 



N<>TF.t Fltfurt*» In parent h€*His are incliidfd in Basic Support Prograaa except as otherwise not^d. 



Separate* aim»unt not reported. 
Includes State and local shared cost?*, 

AIho includes some categorical aid. See program description for details. 

Iprludes prorated amounts of the BOCES program and the program of Special Aid co the Five Cities. 



Staff 



279.0 



Adjustment 
for District 
(Hiaracteriatica 



I! 

U 
G 
M 

>^ 



(40.1) 



(a) 



91.5 

61.7 

107.2 
(20. 8)^' 



Hi 



i 



u 

& 

(A 



(a) 
Insig. 
(a) 



(13.3) 



(a) 

(a) 



(a) 

(a) 
(a> 

(3.9)' 

(34.1) 
(a) 
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Table 3. PEfiCENTAGE CONTRIBUTION BY THE STATES TO STATE/LOCAL SCHOOL EXPENDITORE 

1978-79 arid 1975-'6 



Percent State Share 



Changes in 
Percentage Pplnta 



Per cent State Share 



Changes in 
Percentage Points 



Hawaii 
Alaska 
Kentucky 
New Mexico 
Alabama 

Delaware 
North Carolina 
Utah 

Mississippi 
California 

Washington 
Idaho 
Minnesota 
Louisiana 
Meat Virginia 

Georg-ia 
North Dakota 
Arkansas 
Florida 
Mon^ana 

South Carolina 

Oklahoma 

TexSa 

Illinois 

Indiana 



100% 
86 
78 
78 
75 

74 
73 
71 
70 
68 

68 
67 
67 
65 
65 

64 
6A 
61 
61 
61 

61 
57 
S7 
54 
53 



100% 
78 
83 
87 
75 

7t 
81 
72 
75 
«5 

46 
73 
70 

58 
65 

00 
67 
62 
60 

60 

65 
50 
51 
52 
55 



- 


Iowa 


52% 


48» 






Maine 




50 


*2 


-5 


Tennesees 


52 


4« 


+8 






47 


40 


♦7 




Colorado 


45 


47 


-2 




Arizona 


43 


45 




-a 


Michigan 


43 


41 


♦2 


-1 


New Jersey 


43 


31 


•^12 


-5 


unio 


43 


46 




♦23 


Pennsylvania 


42 


' 50 


«8 


♦22 


Rhode Island 


42 


36 


4.6 


-6 


New York 


41 


40 




-3 


Vermont 


41 


36 


♦5 


♦7 


Nevada 


40 


48 


-8 




Missouri 


39 


38 


4-1 


♦5 


Wisconsin 


38 


36 




-3 


Virginia 


37 


35 




-1 


Maryland 


34 


42 


-a 


♦1 


Wyoming 


32 


35 


-3 


♦1 


riassachusetts 


31 


28 


♦3 




Oregon 


30 


20 


4-10 


♦7 


Connecticut 


29 


28 


4-1 


♦6 


Nebraska 


18 


27 


-9 


♦2 


South Dakota 


18 


18 




-2 


l<ew Hampshire 


5 


6 


-1 



ERIC 



r 



-?4 
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Ten states Mperienced declines in the s^te share of school expenditures 
rangins ^EVom ^ to 9 percentage points* These changes usuklly occurred in 
states where aid formulas remained unchanged. In some states ^ local 
revenues increased folloving revaluations of district property bases. 
£n such cases where local tax rates were held constant^ rising property 
values yielded increased local revenues. As a result, relatively 
less state aid was re<iuired to achieve the state guaranteed levels* 
Declining enrollments often resulted in the loss of state per pupil 
didf despite the mitigating effects of **hold harmless^ provisions* 
In New Mexico and South Carolina, the states were successful in 
increasing, local contributions to school support. A foundation 
fonsmla replaced the old flat grant program in South Carolina, and 
for the first time, local coomunities were required to contribute 
revenues for school support. 



QUESTIONNAIRE ON STATE SUPPORT 



NOTE* Actual or estimated daita are requested for the 1970-79 school year. If unavailable, give latest avsilable in-- 
formation and indicate the year to which applicable. «v«4*«oAe xn 



Report all State revenues to be received by school districts during the 
1978-79 school year as a percent of State and local revenues budgeted 
for public achools in that year. Include State receipts from Federal 
tax exempt property which are earmarked for education, such as receipts 
from Federal rrinerai leases und Taylor Grazing Act. Also include State 
aid for capital support. Exclude from local revenues, receipts from 
sale of bonds « 



% 



4. If your State rebates to school districts or county of origin 
for public school purposes a share of State taxes such as 
State Income tax or State sales tax report the tax source 

* and amount of rebate for 1978-79. 

5. Report any payisents to school districts for State property 
tax relief programs for 1978-79. 

$ Type of program: 



(a) Are county taxes collected as a Statewide tLx included in State 

rcveriues in Item 1 above? 



Yes^ 
If yes* 



No 



County taxes inclii-ied as State revenues for school purposes amount 
to $ for 1978-79 school year. 

They conprise^^ percent of budgeted state and local revenues for 

i'>7o-79 school year. 

(b) Are district revenues collected as a Statewide tax included in State 
revenues in Item 1 above? 



6. Provide the following information rn the basic aid/equalization 
program in your State. 

(a) Is program in a phase-in implementation period as 
specified by the authorising legislation? 



Yes 



No 



If* yes, vrtiat year of the phase-in is program in? 

(b) Is program fully funded at its present level of 
authorization? 



Yes 



No 



Yes 



}40 



If yco, answer rollowinr: 

District taxea incl.ided as State revenues fur school purposes amount to 
i for the l9/y-79 school year. 

They comj-rise per cent of budgeted State and local revenues for 

thr 1978-79 school year. 

Are State appropriations for public schools derived solely from general 
t'uiids? 

Yes no 

(a) IV DO, list State revxrnu^ earmarked for public school purposes 
and the amount from each source for 1973-79^ 

kre Jtate funcs for public school. appropriated annually or biennially. 
Check one: 



If no, what percent of ajthorized funding will be provided for 

1978-79? 

^percent 

(c) Is a unifornj dollar guarantee under the equalization aid 
procram applicable to all districts? 



Yes 



Wo 



If yes, specify guarantee $ 
as per pupil, per mill etc .77 



per 



(specify unit, such 



If no, give the actual minimum and maximum dollars guaranteed by 
the State under the shared cost program in 1978-79 ana .he unit 
of guarantee (e.g. per pupil, per mill etc.): 



'Minimum $ 
!toximum $" 



per 
per 



to a district in 1978-79. 
to a district in 1978-79. 



Annually 



Biennially 



(a) ir biennially^ give years covered by appropriations for the 1978-79 
school year. 



37 



2S 



o 



{d) Cooplete any line applicable to the baaic aid equalization program 
in your State* 

(1) The foundation dollar guarantee for 1978-79 equals an estimated 

percent of statewide average expenditures per pupil, 
specify pupil count uaed (ada> adm, etc.). 

(2) The guaranteed yield per mill for 1978-79 equals an estimated 
percent of statewide average yield per mill. 

(3) The guaranteed tax base in 1978-79 equals an estijoated 

p ercent of statewide average tax base. 

(4) For other guarantees which vary by district/ give estimated 
percent of statewide average, the average guaranteed amount 
representa: 

p ercent of 1973-79 of statewide average (speciiV unit 

of guarantee), — 

7. Since 1975-76, has your State's basic aid/equalization aid program resulted 
in any of ttie following: (check where applicable) 

^» Reduced expenditure disparities among school districts 

^* Increased fiscal neutrality (by reducing a district's expenditure 

link to wealth). 
^^^^ Reduced property tax burdens. 
^- Provided relatively more resources to districts with below average 

wealth. 

^- Achieved other equalization goals. Specify: 

6. Report any available evidence for any items checked above. (E.g. Per pupil 
expenditure disparities between districts enrolling the pupils at the 5th 
and 95th percentile are reduced from $1,000 to $1,500 in 1975-76 to 
$1,200 to $1,600 as projected for 1978-79.) 

9. Name any public school financial support program which is fully funded by 
the State » such as employer contribution to State retirement fund for 
instructional personnel, pupil transportation, etc. Give amounts for each 
fully funded program. 

10. List any new school aid programs funded by your State, since 1975*76. 

11. Indicate major court cases relating to the financing of public schools 
including assessments resolved since 1975-76 in your State. Give the 
citation and brief description of the case or decision (if any). 

12. List any niajor legal changes in assessment practices since 1975-76. 

13. Does your State Education Agency or a State Board of Education have the 
authority to submit the public school aid budget request to the State 
legislature without prior approval of the Governor *s office? 

Yes No 



ir yes, name the agency which has this authority . 



ERIC 
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QUESTIONNAIRE ON LOCAL SUPPORT 



NOTE J 



1. 



3. 



Actual or estimated data are requested for 197e«7? school year, 
and indicate frhe year to which apolicable. 



Rep6rt number and fiscal status of school districts which will 
operate in your State in 1978-79. {fiscally independent school 
districts have the authority to levy taxes for school purposes; 
fiscally dependent districts do not.) 

f iscally independent school districts 
fiscally dependent school districts • 



6. 



For fiscally independent districts, report sources of district 
revenues for current operations and estimate percentage 
amounts from each source for 197a-. ). Include independent 
countywlde school districts as local districts. For fiscally 
dependent school districts, report sources of revenues and 
estimate percentage anx>unt from each source as reported iti 
the 1976-79 local government budgets which include school 
outlays. 

Report total revenues from counties or other intermediate 
units available to school districts for the 1978-79 school 
year. Exclude revenues of countywido school districts 
r-ep^^.rted m Item No, 2 above. 

DoeD tho State require that county taxes be levied for school 
purpouea? Exclude taxes levied by countywide school districts 
whicn aro included in Item No. 2 above. 



7. 



Yen 



No 



If yo3, fruvu any required levy. 



8. 



If ^lo jome counties levy taxes for school purposes 
on t^Jel^ c wn initiative? 



Doea the .Mate require the apportionments of any county 
'revenues to liiool flicjtrictsl^ 



Ye3 



No 



It' report the apportioiunentij: 

It no, Jo .lome counties apportion any county revenues 
t'.' school uatrictG on their own initiative: 



Z£ unavailable, ^ivo latest available information 

Report total local school revenues for current operations bud- 
geted for 1978-79, including local share of basic State 
equalization program. Exclude revenues for .capital caitlays 
and debt service, — — — 

Local contributions to basic State equaliiation 
programs $ ^ 

Other local revenues $ e 

Total $ : ' 



For fiscally independent districts, revenues for current 
operawions of public schools are typically raised in accordance 
with the following provisions: (Give amounts where 
applicable) ' 

, State required minimum levy for participation in 
basic support progra m 

• Maximum board levy without voter approval 

. Voter approval for any additional lev y 

4 Voter approval of total school levy* require d 

. Voter approval of school budget require d 

, Other '(explain) — 



4., If procedures differ among ifiscally independent school 
districts, specify alternative procedures here and report 
the number of districts utilizing each alternative 
procedure. 

If any voter approval is required for financing current operations 
in the local school districts, specify the frequency of school 
district vote: 

(If no district vote approval is required, go to Q, 9) 
. annual vote { ) 

• multi-years ( ) (specify maximum interval ) 

. Voting interval differs among districts, ( ) (hive details) 

a. Specify required voter approval: 

• Simple majority voters ( ) 

. . percent of those voting { ) 

• Procedures differ among districts (give details), ( ) 



Yes 



No 
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9» Do03 Statu law specify a maximum levy oc tax rate for raising 
local dchool revenues for current operations? 

Check one: Yes ( ) 

No ( ) If no, go to 10. 

If y^s, give maximim rate or levy limit. 



a. Does limit apply to: ' 

. all current school operation^* ' ) 

• shared cost basic aid program oply { ) 
« other ( } explain: 

b. If a levy or rate limit exists, is the limit subject to 
voter override: 

Yea ; No 

c. Specify any appeals procedures for exceeding the rate 
or levy limit. 

10, For depehdent school systems , is a maximum general purpose 
tax rate or levy limit in effect for local government 
units? 

Yes No 

If yes, give limiv: 

11. Give any district debt limit set by State. 

Name of responding officia l 
Telephone r'jmber ' 
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Property Taxes aod Property Values: What's 



Property taxes in the last decade have di^wn attentxm to 
their own size and to the property values that measure then. 
For scfflje taxpayers, rtotably those in California, property tax 
bills became gargantuan burdens till a fateful day in 1978. 
In Detroit, Philadelphia and sooie other places, however, pro- 
P«rty taxes have come to mean less, proportionately at least, 
than ten years agp. 

Everywiiere, of co^^rae, underlying residential values have 
soared, as sensitive to things like inflation as to the 
occasionally Better assessing that more accurately xdentlfiea 
them, coojmercial real property values have oTt&i increased 
In similar fashion, at ieast on local arisessment roils. In 
sooe contrast, in some places, taxaole con©ercial personal 
property value has either increased less rapialy, or even 
declined a bit since 1966. 

Indf?ed. that phrase, '•in some places, •* tells most about what 
has happened. Almost any Inference about property taxation 
and property assessment fits somewhere, while Droad general- 
izations witn sweeping effect r ^sk quick refutation* 

In the pages that follow, tne inh^^rently local attribute of 
the subject characterizes available data. Including material 
from the 1977 Census of Governments and its predecessor 
editions, information presa^ted deals with property tax 
revenue and rates, tax base extent and composition (both 
still more than a little mysterious), tax burdens, assessment 
performance, and tax limits. Must insistent implication 
throughout, in a setting where profound change may well 
Impend, ia the one moat natural for property taxation: con- 
tinued existence. 



Property Tax Revenue 

During the year ending June 30, 1979, State and local pro- 
perty tax revenue, nationwide, decreased by 3,3 percent from 
the n7H total, dropping from $66 billion to $63.9 billion .-i^ 
In the argot of public* flnancot this translates to "man 
bites dog," since an absolute decrease in annual property 
tax collections has simply never occurred in recent decades. 

The absolute decrease reflects Proposition 13 influence. 
Among 17 California counties included in the Census Bureau 
quarterly tax sample, the percentage declines in collections 
for the year ending June 30, 1979, ranged from 35.7 percent 

John 0. Behrens, Property and Public Flnance>Speciali3t, 
Governments Division, fj.n. Bureau of the Censwe. 

•Views expressed are those of the author and^t necessarily 
of the Bureau of the Census* 
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New About Base, Burden, and Other Mysteries* 

in Riverside County to 67.1 perc^t in Contra Costa County.-'^ 

Quite apart frcna such recoit California shifts, property tax 
declines in rev^ue proportion terms are hardly newsworthy* 
State and local property taxes provided 28.6 percent of general 
revenue in fiscal 1967. Tot years later the corresponding pro- 
portion v»s 21.9 percent. Among local governments o»ly, proper- 
ty taxes comprised 43.2 percent of general revenue in fiscal 
1967, and 33.7 percent a decade later.- 

In absolute amounts, property tax revenue of local governments 
increased fVom $25.2 billion in fiscal 1967, to $60.3 billion 
in fiscal 1977, as shown in Uble 1. California collected more 
than any other State in both years, $3.8 billion in 1967 and 
$9.6 billion ten years later. Alaska was at the low end in 
fiscal 1967 with $21 million. Its property tax revenue in 1977, 
however, approximated $127 million, greater than such revenue 
reported for that year by Delaware and New Mexico. 

Impacts on particular local governments exhibit wide variation. 
As table 2 demonstrates, property taxes mean substantially less 
for cities than for counties. Ten years ago cities derived 
38 •! percent of general revenue, or aev&i of every 10 tax hi- 
lars, from property taxes. In fiscal 1977 the share of general 
revenue was slightly more than one-fourth. Corr^ponding pro- 
portions for counties are 42.1 percent and 31.3 percfflit, respec- 
tively. 

New York City relies on property taxes for slightly more than 
one-fifth ^ " general revenue, down from one-third 10 years 
earlier. In Philadelphia and Detroit the corresponding pro- 
portion has dropped to below 20 percent. Indeed, in Philadel- 
phia property taxes constitute little more than one-fourth of 
all tax revenue. 

School districts and special districts show similarly moderated 
use of property taxes since fiscal 1967. In that yepr almost 
<»7 percent of independent school district general revenue came 
from property taxes.- Within the 10 years that included Serrano 
and other decisions, the proportion had dropped to 42 percent. 
Among special districts the share, in tenas of general revenue, 
dwindled from 22 perc«it to 14 percent. For both types of gov- 
ernments, however, property taxation remained the predominant, 
or only, choice among taxes, if any tax were to be considered. 

The big change over ten years has come from substantial increases 
in intergovernmental revenue, representing primarily more State 
participation. This has occurred among all sizes of municipal 
and county governments, except cities between 50,000 and 100,000 
population. Detroit, for exampxe, now gets almost half its 
entire general revenue from intergovernmental sources. Among 
county governments, from smallest to largest, the intergovem- 
montal fiscal influence is also strong, accounting for $2 to 
$2.50 out of every $10 of revenue. 
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Xax Baae Extent 



Census Bureaii studies estimate thife 1978 total gross assessed 
value of taxable property, in the entire country at slightly 
more than $1-5 trillion, as detailed in table 3- This re- 
presents an increase of $281 billion^ or 22.8 percent, over 
the amount of $1.2 trillion reported two years earlier. 
Assessed values within individual States in 1966 ranged 
fr«r. $6A0 million in Vermont to $53.6 billion in New Yortc. 
Ten years later Ncrth Dakota showed the lowest total, at 
$739 million, and Florida r^^ported the highest, at $110.9 
billion. In. 19T8 Florida again led the rest, vrf.th $146 
billion, and Morth Dakota retained its 1976 ranking, with 
$309 million. 

There kre no ratios readily available to convert the above 
totals directly to market value lev^s. Such aggregates 
Include State-as&essed and personal property, as well as 
the locally assessed realty to which Census of Governments 
ratios relate. Each aggregate simply reflects the degree 
of adherence to applicable legal standards that assessors 
within the particular St^te have achieved. 

Somci notion of prevailing de facto assessment levels and 
the market values they indicate is apparent from the "size* 
wei^ted" assessment-sales price ratios, calculated by the 
Censfs Bureau for ••ordinary" realty, shown in table 3. By 
way of preface, both terras need explanation. 

•*Si2e*wei6hting" is the method used to remove the effect, 
cn the underlying aggregate ratio, o^ differences in Lum- 
ever (sales frequency) rates among various assessed value 
size classes of properties. Basically the method means 
applying an aggregate ratio to the assessed value aggregate 
for each size-class, summing the size-class market value 
indications, and then dividing the overall assessed value 
aggregate by the summation. (see notes, table 3). The 
underlying a^^gregate ratio is-jsimply the quotient resulting 
from dividing the estimated amount of assessed value for 
sold properties by the corresponding estimated amount of 
total sales price. Obviously, if all assessed values are 
actually at the same level of value as that evidenced by 
sales prices, the aggregate ratio will be 100 Percent. 

"Ordinary" realty includes each parcel cf taxable real 
property except any which is locally assessed at more than an 
amount that, in the light of the prevailing aggregate ratio, 
has an Incflcated market value, in 1966, of more than $250,000, 
and In 1976, of more than $750,000. In roost States the 
assessed value of ordinary realty amounts to at least 75 
percent of the total for all real pr-operty. ,As a share of 
the assessed value for all taxable property,— however, the 
proportion is less than 60 percent in half the States. 

Within :uch qualifications, market value indication:* for 
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ordinan* realty do make possible interstate comparlsonSt 
re^BTdless of assessment lev«l« In 1966| for exaiaple, the 
approximate market value of **ordinary" taxable realty ranged 
from $886 million in Alaska, to $124.^ billion in California* 
Ten years later vhe corresponding range extended fro» $5*6 
billion in l^yofsifig, to $337.3 billiim In California. 

The market value of all ordinary taxable realty in the coun* 
try in 1966 approxiiaated $943 billion. When all locally 
assessed taxable realty is included, th^ estimate increases 
to approximately $1,277 billion. Corresponding naticmwide 
market totals ten years later are estimated at ^.5 trillion 
and $3.2 trillion, respectively. 

r 

Percentage increases in both assessed and market. values for 
locally assessed realty show the influeice of inflation on 
Price levels. They have beoi much greater between 1971 and 
1976 than in previous five^yeai* seffsents back to 1957. For 
the entire base, including State-rassessed and pex^nal pro- 
perty as well aS realty, only assessed value aggregates are 
available. Here again the increase in the most recent 5- 
year period predminates, as the following summary demon- 
strates j^.'^ 

\' . 

All taxable 

property Locally assessed realty only 



Gross assessed Oross assessed Indicated market 
value value value 



Year 


Amount 


5*year 
increase, 
percent 


Amount 


5-year 
Increase, 
percent 


ADOunt 


5-year 
increase, 
percent 


1956 


$ 280.3 




$?09.a 




$ 700 




1961 


365.9 


30.5 


280.5 


33.7 


970 


38.6 


1966 


499.0 


36.4 


393.2 


An. 2 


1,277 


31.6 


1971 


717.8 




573.9 


46.0 


1.755 


37.4 


1976 


1,299.1 


71.2 


992.5 


72.9 


3,171 


80.7 



Among the individual States, a 10-year history heveals 
decidgsUy uneven growth in assessed value of locally assessed 
realCy, as tables 3 and 5 sake evident. During a span when 
Alaoama could muster no more than a 30 percent increase, and 
thirteen other States "grew** by an average of less than 6 
percent per year, Iowa, Oregon, and Washington soared to 
levels seven to ten times the 1966 total. Such **quantum 
leaps** have no necessary economic si^ificance, however^ 
since all three stem largely fr<Mn adoption of ^•full** or •^nar* 
ket** value as legal standard, in 1968 (Oregon), 197A (Wash- 
ington), and 1975 (Iowa). 

Indeed the taxable base was probably contracting, in other 
than money terms, as preferential use laws and f\all or partisd 
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exonptiona took hold. The latter have t>ecoose si^ficant 
with respect to personal property. Four States (Delaware, 
Hawaii » Kew York, and Pennsylvania) exenpt all personal 
property, while Kinnesota and Horth Dakota now exeropt laost 
of It. Inventories are totally or partially exmpt in at 
least 20 States. Half the States no longer tax rK>U3ehold 
furnishings. Atxmt $U5 billion in personal property assessed 
value remained taxable in 1976. This represents an increase 
of 137 perce:it over the personalty assessed value for t966, 
compared with 152 percent fbr realty. Along with relatively 
small aooiints of State^assessed property, locally assessed ' 
personal property accounts for the difference in the amounts 
reported in table 3 for "all taxable property" and nocally 
assessed rejdty." In each of 5 States (Illinois, Maryland, 
Minnesota, Kew Hampshire, itorth Dakota) plus the District 
of Columbia, personal property assessed value declined betwen 
1966 and 1976. 



Tax Base Composition 

Few aspects of property taxation stimulate more interest cur- 
rently than tax base composition. Reasons for this st6io frcxn 
curious Ironies, some involving mundane valuation procedures, 
certain properties, notably residential types, sell more 
often than stores, offices, and factories. Because they do, 
they can be valued by assessors and appraisers more easily 
than commercial varieties, probably at levels close to sel- 
ling prices. Commercial property, in contrast, oftai responds 
beat to the capiUlized income approach among appraisal tech- 
niques. This valuation procedure ia consistent with a skep- 
tical view of inflatic lary price influences, and its use can 
easily result in a ^.^pital value estimate lower than what 
sales prices would suggest. Keeping abreast of an active 
sales market is easier than analyzing operating statements, 
selecting realistic capitalization rates, and estimating 
depreciation. 

If the sales market relates to vacant land, however, skepti- 
cism is apt to condition use of any market data developed. 
A land sale cowroanding a •♦high" price may well be dooaed 
"speculative. Consequently, the land assessed value placed 
on the official roll vrill reflect a discounting of sales 
price (town to a raore ••normal'* level, with a "high priced** 
sale of a single-family house, such discounting is much less 
likely, even when the "high price'' got that way largely as a 
result of inaation. 

To the extent that both sales validly indicate a market value, 
the residence will very likely be correctly assessed and ^the 
vacant land underassessed. The latter is a frequent denoue- 
ment. 

Oie means for comparing shifts of assessed value among proper- 
ties within major realty use categories is the Census of 



ERIC 



37 



Covenm^its ©wp of estioated distributions. Usually the 
distributions are estimated every fifth ymr ending in a •»2" 
or a ••T." Budgetary constraints, towever, prevented this 
activity for the 1972 Census of Governments. Hence the com^ 
pariwns discussed below focus on the decade between 1966 and 
1976. (Estimates are for the year preceding the Census year). 

Ten years actolttedly constitute a very long interval nowadays, 

value aianges within a single year can be substantial. 
It should be noted as well that aasessed values involved are 
^ss, befbre deduction of ^partial exemption** coospdnents of 
assessed value for properties qualifying aa homesteads or 
similarly benefited status. Additionally, even where such 
de<hictlons do' not occur, the property tax bills involved will 
be less than vtot Uie assessed values would indicate, to itte- 
extent that States or local govemmaits rebate portions of the 
bills to taxpayers qualifying for any applicable ••circuit 
breaker^* property tax relief. 

Within the above qualifications, percentage distribution of 
^ns assessed values by use categories are presented for 1966 
and 1976 in table ^. In the context of current attention to 
burd&i shifts aimmg types of property, it is aomewhat surpri- 
sing to note the relatively little change among- distributions 
on a nationwide basis. The assessed value of single^family 
houses, for example, consUtuted half the nationicLde total in 
1966, and then ••dropped** to 49.9 percent 10 years later. Tax- 
able ccxnroercial realty values, associa'ed by some cccBDent^tors 
with burden shifts beneficial to business property owners, 
actually increased proportionately during the decade, going 
ttxm 15.3 percent in 1966 to 16.7 perc«it in 1976. 

Whether this significantly renects or refutes burden shifting, 
however, cannot be determined without, anxmg other things, 
concurrent analysis of changes in the base of taxable personal 
property, now largely consisting of business assets. 

Individual States provide more meaningful comparisons in any 
case, demonstrating once again that "the property tax" is not 
one tax but a host of levies. State-oriented as to internal 
legal consistency, and often decidedly local in terns of 
analytical significance and policy-conditioning influ«ice. 
Among the distributions stown in table 4, 29 States exhibit 
decreases in the proportion of gross assessed value made up 
of single-family residences. The acreage proportion w«nt 
down in 35 States, while the coamercial realty share increased 
in 42 States. Vacant lot assesanents, which constituted only 
2.6 percent of the total in 1966 (table 4), werit up to a 
share of 3.8 parent ten years later. ,This reflected an 
increase In the vacant lot proportion in 42 States. It is also 
a telling commentary on the a>ntinuing, long Sliding tradi* 
tion of underassessing vacant land. The 1976 aggregate of $38 
billion in assessed value of vacant land is 2i times the 1966 
^gure and still makes up less than 4 percent of assessed 
value of all real property. 
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It i9 also inotnjcUve to nqte that In only three States did 
sdngle-fimily residential assessed ralue Increase betwem 

1966 and 1976 by a percentage greater than that applicable 
to any other oajor use category (see percentage increases 
in table 5)* One of these was Calift>mla» itfiere such value 
constituted 48*5 percent of the total in 1966. Ten years 
later» after an assrased value Increase of aliaoat 151 per- 
cent (table 5)f single-fGHnily reaidmce asseaaDents in that 
State aoHKinted to 53.3 percent. This vas the setting for 
Proposition 13 two years later* 

A secmd glaring shift occurred in Idaho, where the single- 
ftaily residential conponent increased from 28.6 percent of 
the total in 1966 to 43.4 percent in 1976» folloidng a suc- 
cessf\2l court challenge of public utility aaaesspenta in 

1967 and revaluatim by the State in 1975. Idaho, it mi^t 
be noted, also a<lopted a Proposition 13 type limitation in 
late 1978. 

Examples cited do not support any inference that a widespread 
change in tax baso compositim has taken place. The examples 
substitute for trends and do not really confinn any. Indeed, 
analysis of the increases shown in table 5 reveals that the 
assessed value of coninercial realty has incz*eased by a 
greater percoitage, between 1966 and 1976» than that of any 
other type, in 26 States. During the same period* acreage 
property has increased by the lowest percentage, in 25 States. 
Such results run counter to supposedly inhibiting effects of 
capitalized income value estimation, Imt they coincide with 
constricting value effects of the **benefited use** legislation 
that effectively validates assessment restraint in 44 States. 

y 

Perhaos the realistic conclusion is the recu^gftition that a 
comprehensive set of Influences detenoines tax base compo- 
sition. Inflation is one influence but only one. Others 
include legislative prescriptions and proscriptions i reas- 
sessment cycle policy and practice, and value estimation 
oechanics. 



Property Tax Burdens 

The dynamics affecting tax base composition are not the only 
contributors to a much more complex property tax setting. 
At the bottom line nowadays, the tax burden is Judged by its 
relationship to income as well as property sales price. To 
be sure I property sales price remains the best proxy for mar- 
ket value, and market value retains importance. A third of 
the States still specify its totality* or a semantic equiya* 
lent, as the legal standard for assessing real property 
Seven States now provide legally for classes of-taxable pro- 
perty, each subject to a specified value level .-^ Among the 
seven, Alabama in 1978 changed its residential and agricul** 
tural level from 15 to 10 percent, and its "all ether" cate- 
gory from 25 to 20 percent, both based on "fkir and reasonable 
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market value.** Utility property is still subject to a 30 per- 
cent standard. Two other Jurisdictions, West Virginia and, 
since 1978, the District of Columbia achieve diassincatioii 
by means of separate rates instead of separate value levels. 

In one way or another, individual property tax burdens now 
renect more than the interaction of a rate on a marfcet- 
orieated, hi^est and beat use type value* Not only do farty* 
ftaur StatM now mandate or simply authorize assessing on the 
basis of a specinedr benefited current use, regardless of 
market value, but every State now has some kind of property 
tax relief, still often in the form of a bomestmd exemption. 
More than half the States have adopted circuit-^hreaker laws 
whicht f0r those qualifying, activate a tax credit or rebate 
whenever property taxes exceed specified percentages of family 
income. Whether or not such relief obscures the need for 
directly targeted houaing^subsldies is, incidentally, becoming 
an issue of great moment.- 

Circuit^breakers, in any event, oigender controversy as much 
as emulation. They cte mean greater proportionate property 
tax reductions for relatively low-income households, and yet 
those who get the greatest boieflts at each income level are 
likely to have the most property wealth. They are not auto- 
matic, and their apparently minor aggregative relief effect 
bedCies the intense tax burden sensitivity their widespread 
adopti(^ suggests* Throu£^ 1977 State-fLnancM circuit- 
breakers and homestead programs acosunted for leas than $2 
billion in annual beneftts^yWhlle total property tax collec- 
tions reachel $62 billion .^"^ 

Whatever the shape of property tax relief, there is little 
question that the amount of the tax bill commands attention 
today 9 particularly In relation to the "disposable income" 
used for its payment. The attrition is understandable. 
Between 1956 and 1976, vtfien assessed values of single- 
family houses increased fourfold, from $95 billion to $496 
billion, and property tax revenue swelled by almost as great 
a percentage^ from $13 billion to $63 billion, the median 
family disposable income in the country little more than 
doubled, going from $4,206 to $8,628. During the same span 
of time, the total payment for principal, interest, and 
property taxes on a mortgaged house increased from 22«A per- 
cent of faoDily disposable incomg Jin 1956, to 23.5 percent in 
1966, to 31.3 percent in 1976.-22.^ 

Such inccxne-orletited relationships have become very important 
to a sensitive public. They complement nominal and effective 
property tax rates in presentations of property tax impact. 
Of the latter two, nominal rates are less significant. A 
nominal property tax rate expresses amount of tax as a per- 
centage of assessed value. Average local nominal rates fbr 
the entire country, and for each State , are shown i.i table 1. 
The nationwide aggregate rate was 5.2 percent for fiscal 1967 
and 5*1 percmt 10 years later. Statewide average aggregate 
rates in fiscal 1967 ranged from 1 percent in Kentucky to 23 
percent in 
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Minnesota. A decade later Kentucky and North Carolina were 
lowest, at 1.1 percent, and North Dakota highest, at 19.5 
percent. 

All of such rates mean very little unless the level of 
asser^sed values is known. As an example, if ( a s>ig "if") 
the 1576 aize-weighted ratio of 59.4 percent shown for 
Florida in table 3 can be estimated as applying not only 
to ordinary realty but also to all other property, the 
avera^re nominal rate of 1.7 percent (table 1) lai^t be ex- 
pressed as an effective rate of l percent {1.7 multiplied 
by 

Thus to be useful , nooilnal rates must in some way be conver* 
tible to effective rates. An effective tax rate expresses 
the amount of property tax as a percentage of the sales price 
of the property. Otherwise stated, it is the burden of the 
tax on the property, borne uauall: by the owner thereof. In 
times past it became a matter of mc^ent when it exceeded 3 
percent. Presently, in an era of substantially hi^er sales 
prices, even an effective rate of 1 percent can sometimes 
aix^use taxpayer wrath. 

Efft^cti^i^e tax rates have in fact moderated and often declined,, 
ia recent years, as Census of Governments findings indicate .~ 

Among 349 cities where sales were sufficiently frequ^t and 
billing data feasibly available in 1972, the median among 
1971 effective tax rates was 2.1 percent, .not only for single- 
family houses, but also for all realty considered as a single 
class. Five years earlier the median effective rate f:>r 
single-family houses, among 122 cities covered, approximated 
1.85 percent. In 1976 the median was back down to that level, 
.^tanUing at KB perc^it, among 358 cities. When the group 
ifl limited to cities of 100,000 or more, the median area 
effective rates decline from 2 percent in 1971 to 1.6 percent 
in 1976 (1966 rates for this latter group are not available). 

V.icant platted lota exhibit still the twin boon for taxpayers, 
underassessment and low effective rates. In 1971 the median 
such rate among those found for 113 cities was 1.6 percent. 
Five years later the median among 109 cities was down to 1.3 
percent. The situation may perpl**x or please those who like 
3nd those who loathe site value taxation. Whatever potential 
li«>3 In restricting property taxation to land, our history 
invarl.ibly shows a rt luctanco even to include it on any basis 
of parity with other property. 

A.T Indicated above, however, declining sales price-based 
burdtMin are not confined to va^^Vit land. In 17 Jurisdic- 
tions nationwide there was an effective rate, for single- 
family houses, of less than 1 percent in 1971. In U of the 
17* the effective ratp in 1976 was even less than in 1971. 
The number of pLires with an effective rate of less than one 
percent rose to 33, in 15 states. 



The highest single-family effective rate in 1971 was 6.4 per- 
c&it in Trenton, M.J. That honor in 1976 went to East Orange, 
N»J»> with 6.77 perc^t. Both places lie considerably eaat 
of PropoaiUon 13 fervor. California sales, in fact, yielded 
only one jurisdiction with an effective rate exceeding 3 per- 
cent in either 1971 or 1976. This was Berkeley in 1971, with 
3.3 percent. In 1976 the range among cities sxtended from 
1.12 percent in Bakersfleld to 2,9 in Ccmpton. 

Indeed, Call for *ia confirms the decline in property tax bur* 
dens as measured by sales prices. Double digit annual per- 
CQitage increases in such prices can, after all, with compe- 
tent assessing, produce massive bdlls, easily mistaken fo» 
massively increased sales-oriented burdens. Among 53 Cali- 
fbrhia cities where calculations were possible for both 1971 
and 1976, the property tax effective rate was lower in 1976 
than in 1971, in cities. The 1976 rate was higgler in 
only A cities, irfiile in one city the rate was the same in 1971 
and 1976. In all of the 17 California counties where calcul- 
ations were possible for both 1971 and 1976, the property tax 
effective rate was lower in 1976 than in 1971, for the "balance 
of county" areas outside central cities. 



Assessm^t Perfonaance 

There is much evidoice that assessing today is more competent 
than the variety common forty years ago. As many as two- 
thirds of the 13,500 primary assessing jurisdictions have 
computerized assessment administration, at least to the extent 
of preparing assessment rolls and sissociated records. In 
addition, many of the larger assessing offices now use com- 
puter techniques for sales ratio studies and residential 
valuation via multiple regression analysis. 

Arguably such progress should assure an unmistakable trend 
toward attainment everywhere of the assessor's fundaro«ital 
goals, greater uniformity among individual assessed values, 
at the particular assessment level specified in laws of the 
State involved. Such, however, is not true. Findings of the 
last three Census surveys {1967, 1972, and 1977) point in- 
stead to lower ratios and higher coefficients of dispersion, 
i.e., lower de facto assessment levels and less uniform 
assessments. 

Assessment-sales price ratios cited in this paper are of two 
types, each expressed as a percentage. The first is the ag- 
gregate ratio, i.e., the quoti^t obtained as a result of 
dividing the sun of assessed values, for the group of sales 
involved, hy the sum of the sales prices. Second is the 
median ratio, the one in the middle of an array, with an 
equal number lower and higher than itself. 

Gt.itowide aggregate ratios for 1976 are often substantially 
lower than those for 1971 and 1966. In 18 States (including 



3 classified property tax States}* the 1976 agisregate ratio 
for all realty {treated as one type) is more thaui 20 percent 
belov the corresponding ratio for 1971 • The latter ratio, 
in each of six Statosp exceeds the one for 1966. Individual 
State findings follow: 



Aggregate 
ratio (») 



Aggregate 
raUo (%) 



State 1966 1971 1976 State 1^66 1971 1976 



Alabama 

Illinois 

Indiana 

Kansas 

Louisiana 

Maryland 

Missouri 

Montana 

rJebra^ka 



19-7 18.3 
41. a 37.6 

24.5 22.7 
18.8 20.0 
17.1 1?.4 

43.6 46.9 

25.4 21.5 

11.7 8.2 

28.5 27.1 



10.7 New Mexico 
26.3 North Dakota 
14.9 Ohio 
12.2 Gklahcsna 

9.8 Pennsylvania 
37.2 South Dakota 
15.9«Tenneasee 

5.^ West Virginia 
17.9 Wyoming 



19-2 25.1 17.1 
11.6 14.6 7.3 

35.3 35.6 27.3 
17.8 15.2 10.0 

31.4 27.0 18.1 
37.3 36.3 26.1 
26.2 30.5 15.8 
38.0 34.9 25.5 
19.0 16.4 9.3 



A similar decline in statewide results occurs among 18 out of 
51 resid^tial ratios and 26 out of 50 acreage ratios. 

In the following suramary of ratios for single-family houses 
and conroerciaLL-industrial properties, it is the latter group 
which now has fewer of 'the low ratios {^low** meaning below 
30 percent of market value) p in apparent conflict with other 
indl' itiona of burden shifts cited earlier: 

States with aggregate assos^ent- 
sales price ratios below 30 percent 



Property use 


1966 


1971 


1976 


SinKle-fainily residence 


28 


25 


29 


Cocicierclal-lndustrial 


29 


26 


23 



For indications of de facto assessment level? in particular 
local Jurisdictions, and the in^ -a-area uniformity achieved 
at such levels p the Cansus Bureau calculates median assess- 
ment-sales price ratios and coefficients of intra-Frea dis- 
persion » for all Jurisdictions within the sample where 
representative, measurable sales are auffici^t for statis- 
tical computations. In the 1977 survey there were enouj^ 
saleu in 1»569 local Jurisdictions to support median ratio 
computations for single- family. houses. 

More than one-third of the Jurisdictions show median ratios 
fbr 1976 of less than 20 percent. In 1971 th^ corresponding 
proportion was approximately one-fifth, \A\±le in 1966 it was 
about one-fourth. At the top end^ however, there is discer- 
nible improvement. In 1966 sli^tly more than one-fifth of 
sample Jurisdictions exhibited single-family houses ratios 



27 



(i.e., de facto assessment levels) of 50 percent or njore. 
The proportion remained about the same in 1971, but increased 
to someii^t more than one-fout*th in 1976. Thus there appear 
to be more assessing Jurisdictions at the lower and hi^er 
de facto levels than 10 years ago, and fewer places in the 
middle ranges. 

In the Census of Govemmaits studies, the median assesmmt- 
sales ratios serves as the basis for calculation of the coef- 
ficient of intra-area dispersion. This latter measure is 
the most widely accepted indicator of unifonaity among 
assessed values within an assesaing Jurisdiction. The 
coefficient of intra-area dispersion is based on an ascending 
order of ratios for individual sales. It expresses as a 
perc^tage the result of dividing the mean of deviations 
(disregarding sigis) from the median ratio, by that median 
ratio. The low^r the percentage, the more unifbm are the 
assesaaents being measured. Thusi, a coefficient of 10 
percent indicates more unifbna assessments than does one of 
20 percent. The latter would mean that any ^ven assessment 
in the Jurisdiction mi^ht be 20 percent, hi^er or 20 percen^g. 
lower than the assessed value involved' in the median ratio.-^ 

Findings for single^family houses indicate substantially 
less uniformity in 1976 than at any time since 1961, for 
assessing units in all categories except those in less 
populous areas. Among local Jurisdictions with a sufficient 
"sales sample, only four out of tm show coefficients of 
intra-araa dispersion for 1976 of less than 20 percent. This 
result represents a decrease of 13 percent and 20 percent 
from corresponding results five and ten years earlier, respec- 
tively. A decline in proportion of assesaing units able to 
attain a coefficient as low as 20 perc^t cofnoands attention, 
since 20 percent, long deemed the minimum acceptable for 
uniform assessing, is oft^ now described as too high# Today 
many assessors think 15 percent a reasonably attainable goal 
for single-family houses. Sli£^tly more than one-fifth of 
the 1,569 assessing units penetrated below 15 in the .1976 
survey, c^spared with one-fourth in 1971, and almost three 
out of ten in 1966. As if to underscore the retrogression,- 
that same proportion, 3 out of 10, describes the number of 
jurisdictions with median coefficiaits of 30 percent or more 
in 1976. Assessed values that can vary by plus or minus 30 
percent from a median are hardly uniform. 

Nationwide, the median area coefficient stands at 22 percent 
for 1976, up from 20.2 percent five years earlier. Connecticut 
with 12.1 percent has the lowest, while Wyoming is highest at 
A8.9 percent. Connecticut was also lowest (13.7 percent) in 
1971, and North Dakota hi^est (AO. 5 percent). Thirteen States 
In addition to Connecticut have 1976 median area coefficients 
below 20 percent: California,' Colorado, Florida, Hawaii, Iowa, 
Kentucky, Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan, Kew Hampshire, 
Rhode Island, Virginia, and Wisconsin. 




In the three oost recent Census surveys (for 1966, 1971, and 
197S} only seven States (Csllfomla, Connecticut » Maryland, 
Massachusetts, Neii^ Hampshire, Rhode Island, and Wisconsin) 
appeared each tlae among the ten vith the most unlfbra 
single-family house assessments, as indicated by coefficients 
of intra*area dispersion. The listing of SUtes and coef- 
ficients fbllows (dispersion coefficients in percent): 

^966 1971 1975 



Connecticut, 1?.3 
Florida, t:v.^ 
Rhode Island, 1^.3 
Massachusetts, 14.6 
l^ew Hampshire, H.8 
Calllbmia, 15. \ 
Maine, 15.6 
Kentucky, 15.8 
Virginia, 15.8 
Ohio, 16.2 
Wisconsin, ?6.2 
Georgia, :6.9 
Maryland, 16.9 
fiew Jersey ^ 18, 1 



'Jonnecticut, 13.7 
Nevada, H.2 
Oregon, H.3 
Massachusetts, 14,5 
l^isconsln, 14.5 
New Jeraeyp 15.2 
Kentucky, 15.7 
Califoimia, 16.3 
Maryland, 16*5 
Mew Hampshire, 17,2 
Rhode Island, 17.6 



Connectioit, 12.1 
Massachusetts, 15.0 
Maryland, 15.3 
Wisconsin. 15,5 
Michigan, 15.7 
California, 17.1 
Virginia, 17. 1 
New Hampshire, 17. 6 
Iowa, 18.6 
Colorado, 18,9 
Rhode Island, 19. 4 



There are some ironies. Connecticut, in first position, has 
not yet exhibited de facto levfels that even approach legally 
prescribed standards. California, among the ten most unl- 
fonn each time, provided ;.he siting for Proposition 13. 
Massachusetts, also always aBK?ng the first ten for uniform 
single-family assessments, has opted for classification as a 
response to the Sudbury decision, with initial application 
generally delayed till July 1, 1980.ii'^ Oregon, with a njll 
value sUtute since 1968, dropped from 3rd in 1971 to 14th in 
1976. Hawaii, where assessment acteir*istration is « State 
responsibility, has not yet appeared among the ten ©ost 
uniform. 

Oie dramatic finding in the 1976 survey is the extreme vari- 
ation in coefficients Of intra-area dispersion for ^cant 
platted lots. They range from 8.1 percent for Madison County, 
?1isaouri (3t. Louis roetropoU tan area) and 9.3 percent for 
Milwaukee, to well over 100 percent. Such results would seGoi 
to add volatility to underassessment as likely characteristics 
of land assessed values. 



Limits 

Our attention above to revenue, base, burden, and/ assessment 
performance reHects awareness of what has been called the 
"tnost taportant recent development In... public finance" at 
State and local govemniCTit echelons*-the surging effort to 



limit local taxing and spending.—^ The most fasious sudh 
OTdeavor, thus far, is Proposition 13, added to the California 
constitution by citizen initiaUve after approval by the voters 
on June 6, 1978. 

Proposition 13 limits the amount of ad valoron tax on r^ty 
to cme percent of a basic Aill cash value, the latter being 
the assessor's <tetermination of such value as of the 1975 
lien date {March 1), or the appraised value on subsequent 
purchase, new constntction, or change in ownership. Any annual 
increases thereafter are limited to no more than 2 percent of 
the basic fUll cash value.«^ 

In addition to the property tax limitation, Proposition 13 
also prevents state tax increases unless there is approval for 
such by a tm^thirds vote in each house of the Legislature. 
On the local level, there is a similar requirement for appro^ 
val by a two-thirds vote of the local governing body before 
any tax other than a property tax can pass. 

In the present tax aivironmmt, property tax and other, limits 
can have pnofbund dallnltive effects, or simply add to the 
imponderables. Reverberations of Proposition 13 will resound 
for some time, in part because its causative influence on 
fiscal voids may well have beafi obscured by disbursals from 
ar abundant State surplus. 

Generally limits on local governments can take any one of 
sev r^l forma, or some combination thereof. <^e is a control . 
dlr cay on expenditures, usually in the fbnn of a percentage 
re ,ted to previous year's expenditures. 

One example is the New Jersey provision which, for municipalities 
with a general purpose levy exceeding 10 mills, and for all 
counties, limits any Increase in appropriations, subject to 
specified exceptions, to 5 percent of previous year*s total, 
in the absence of voter approval, California voters added 
one in November 1979 by approving the Gann initiative (Pro- 
position 4). This provides that, effective for 1980-81, 
annual appropriations of the State and each local government 
may not exceed a limit based on previous year's total, adjusted 
for changes in cost of living, population, and other specified 
factors. ^gjn seme States the limits apply to specific expen* 
di tures.*~ 

Limits related to property taxes only are conanonly of three 
types: assessment, rate, and levy. 

Proposition 13*s 1975 base year plus 2 percent fonnula exemp- 
lifies the ''acquisition value** kind of assessment limit 
criticized by assessors, economists, and others as inimical 
to the equity implications perceived to be inherent in an 
areawide market value standard. Idaho also uses a base year 
acquisition value approach as part of the one percent of mar- 
ket value rate limit approved Movember 7, 1978. The base year 



Id 1978^ eveo for ptoper*y built or accuirod after 1978. On 
January 1, 1980, Idate w II no longer use 20 percent of mar- 
ket value as it3 assest^eU value standard. 

In llinnesota, where the aasesament increase limit had been 
the greater of 10 percent of previous yeaf •» assessed value 
or jne-'fourth of total increaae» the legislature has retained 
10 percent chan.jed the ^temate measuremait to one«*half 
the total increase, effective with 1979 assessments. 

Tax rate limits exist in approximately 38 States. Usually 
exprt^ssed as percentages of assessed value, rate limits are 
'^overalT*' if applicable to all taxing districts in which the 
property is located, a circumstance pres«it in about 13 
States. Rate limita are **specific** if application is limited 
^> Individual Jurisdictions. Thus, the county may have a 9 
fLill limit, municipalities a 15 mill limit, and school dis- 
tricts a 20 mill limit. More than a dozen States in the 
United States have overali limits. 

In aiiy rate limit situation, the maximum legal levy will be 
the product of the ra*'e limit times the legal assessment 
standard. If the latter is fltll value and the de facto level 
lij^s below it, any current effective maximum rate will be 
less than the le^ limit. 

A levy limit, the third type, prevents stated percentage 
excesses over the levy for the previous year. Frequently 
ouch percentages, among the 2t2 States involved, range bet* 
ween 5 and 10 percent. Florida and Hawaii allow no increases, 
while some ^finnesota school districts associate the maximum 
Increase with an inflation Index. 

Levy limits are generally regarded as preferable to the 
others. A fourth alternative, even more favored, ie a 
"full disclosure** law, now a feature in approximately 13 
States. This kind of legislation makes necessary the publi* 
cation of full information about tax base increases, and 
about proposed levy and rate changes, and expenditure plans. 
Significantly, the public is provided a procedure for af* 
Acting ultimate decisions before they become final. 

Levy limits anu full disclosure requirements overcome the 
disadvantages usually associated with expenditure limits, 
aaaesament freezes, and rate limits. Such disadvantages 
include bonding capacity Jeopardy, difficulties encountered 
in financing State- induced cost increases, and diminished 
political accountability of local governments. 



Concluding Cowmcnts 

Vfhat the foregoing reveals is an« assortment of dynamics in- 
fluencing and inriuenced by a still predominant, propor- 
tionately moderated, primary local revenue source. Market 



value and price levels Increase in response to inflationary 
and other stifisili. Public spending at least keeps pacei to 
judge by now impressive magnltudes^of Individual tax bills 
as percentages of personal income |^ whatever their dampened 
relationships to realty sales prices. The tax base expands 
and shrinks, growing inexorably in money teres but still eroding 
in coverage as it always has, if anything more swiftly now 
than in daya of earlier traditions. Mtyateriea about tax base 
composition are penetrated slightly, but maining obscurities 
bedevil attempts to analyze respective burdens. In part this 
results from better assessing, which still coexists with its 
substandard converse. In part the cause may well be intrinsic 
differences in value«contributing compments of composite 
property worth. 

Ohe consequence of the total mix la an aroused p* olic, very 
s^sitive to what it pays, in the framework of frequent un«- 
happiness with what it receives. Providing enough money fbr 
public purposes retains oidorsement atf pradwt public policy, 
but now subject to a pervasive consensus that there are limits 
to taxing and spading. For its part, the voting public has 
resolutely identified certain limits and insisted ^ their 
enactment, quite willing to ignore or leave to subsequent 
analysis the question of their efficacy and compatibility with 
the general welfare. This possible surrender of fiscal prudence 
to callous frugality can easily undemine effective public 
policy, especially in any setting Where a neglected socieital 
woe outlives the question. 
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tin! ted States 

Alaska 

Arl^sona 

Arkansas 

California 

CbloraUo 

Connecticut 

Dolaware 

District of Coiunt 

Flori(«a 

Guor^5ia 

Hawaii 

Idaho 

IlllnoLu 

In^li ana 

Iowa 

Kansas 

Kentucky 

Louisiana 

Maine 

Maryland 

Massachusottn 

Michigan 

Minnesota 

Ml3sl3atpp>l 

Mlasouri 

Montana 

WebraoKa 

?if.'W Ffrimp.ihin- 

Now Mexico 

North C/imlini 
Month I\il<uta 
Hhi.) 

r<*rinayi vasaa 
Hhutic lal in.i 
r^-juth Carolina 

T»TinH33oe 

Ff^xas 

Utah 

V'>rmt^nt 

Virginia 

Washington 

Wrat Virginia 

Wiaconain 

Wyoming ^ 



Property taxes 



State 
(1) 



$861. S 
20.1 

0.6 
194.3 
1.1 

0.3 

a.i 

0.-6 

a.o 

3.6: 
3.6 

19.2 
3.2 
21.3 

0. 3 

5.1 

IP. 7 
7.4 

17.9 
2.3 

*>3.4 

1. ^ 



5^.9 
11,6 
0.3 
10»7 

0.3 
46.1 
9.3 



Local 
(2) 



$25,185.7 

100.1 
21.1 
195,0 
101.8 
3»811.1 
309.6 
511,2 
35.0 
93.0 
630.5 
319.3 
61.0 
74.8 
1,586.2 
696.6 
459.6 
351.9 
159-4 
177.2 
119.6 
461.7 
1,038.6 
1,109.4 
582. a 
124.2 
484,4 
114.1 
237.1 
64,0 
^09. 4 
1,275.6 
48.5 
3,311.1 
280.5 
88.6 
1,297.5 
206.7 
298,2 
1,087..5 
121.6 
107.0 
114,6 
240,5 
1,064.^, 
112.3 
53.4 
310,9 
282.5 
106.4 
586,8 
51.1 



Average 
local 
nominal 
rate 
(percent)— 
(3) 



3.1 
1.6 
8.7 
5.6 
9.0 
7.3 
3.7 
2.0 
2.6 
2.5 
5.4 
2.0 
8.4 
3.4 
7.3 
7-4 
7.1 
1.0 
4.8 
3.9 
3.6 
7.2 
5.4 
23.1 
8,1 
5.1 
13.8 
5.5 
4,3 
4.6 
4.5 
3,4 

6.5 
2.1 
12.8 
3.8 
6.8 
8.6 
6,3 
3.9 
10.3 
4.8 
4.'i 
f . S 
7.3 
3.3 
3.2 
5.8 
2.2 
3.9 
4.4 



State 
{4} 



is 



Local-'' 

{5> 



$2,259.8 


' $60,267.4 


5.1 


34.1 


191.6 


3.2 


A09.8 


126.6 


1.4 


129.8 


624.6 


9.4 


1.7 


230.8 


6.7 


439.4 


9,613.2 


11.5 


2.4 


816.2 


8.1 


- 


1,251.3 


4,9 


- 


78.2 


2.4 




165.8 


1.9 


68.6 


1,725.4 


1.7 


9.9 


961,2 


3.8 




149.2 


1.5 


0.2 


173.9 


10.3 


4.8 


3,537.7 


6. 1 


23.6 


1.247. 1 


8.6 


0.1 


84t;. 1 


1 .9 


It). 4 


677.6 


8.3 


43. i 


346.7 


1.1 


0.1 


377.6 


6,6 


14.3 


246.2 


2.9 


72.4 


1,005.2 


3.5 


0.6 


2,83 .0 


a. 1 


117.7 


2,874.8 


5.2 


3. 1 


1,077.0 


7.7 


3.6 


278.8 


10.3 


4.5 


929.4 


6.5 


■i.6 


259.2 


18.6 


2.9 


567.0 


9.0 


22.1 


159.7 


4.5 


6.2 


320.3 


4.3 


80.5 


3,408,0 


4.3 


16.1 


118.5 


3.7 


24.2 


8,038.0 


10.2 


38.0 


733.9 


1.1 


2.6 


143.6 


19.5 


108. J 


2,446.7 


4. 1 




383.^ 


7.7 


0. 1 


855. 2 


2.4 


. 62.5 


2,304.9 


9.1 


5.7 


294.8 


4.8 


4.8 


363.9 


18,2 




210.7 


5.3 


m 


608,5 


5.3 


42.8 


2,945.1 


7.3 


0,2 


242,8 


7.6 


• 0.3 


157,1 


6.3 


22.1 


975.4 


3.1 


303.2 


634.2 


1.2 


0.9 


206.6 


2.3 


91.9 


1,306.9 


3.3 


9.0 


157.3 


6.3 



Average 
local 
nominal 
rate ^. 
(percent)- 
(6) 



"57" 

Property taxe&sL 



State and local 
(7) 



$66,446.8 

259.7 
325.5 
801.7 
257.5 
10,972. 1 
841.5 
1,351.5 
85.0 
197.8 
1,961.1 
985.1 
155.4 
188.6 
3,653.9 
1,318.6 
878.6 
785.3 
421.7 
387.0 
316.0 
1, 164.3 . 
3,013.7 
3,198.8 
1,205.8 
307.7 
948.1 
308.6 
• 547.2 
207.9 
342.9 
3,493.9 
149.0 
8,313.0 
836.8 
156.3 
2,632.2 
385.6 
891.6 
2,615.9 
337.2 
44A.2 
222.3 
639.6 
3,377.5 
266.9 
172.0 
1,092.1 
1,080.9 
223.6 
1,525.2 
197.4 



State 
(8) 



$2,364.3 

53.9 
173.2 
136.2 

2.1 
535.7 

2.6 



70.5 
7.9 

0.2 

4.1 
23.7 

0.1 
16.6 
147.4 
0.03 
18.8 
80.4 

0.5 
123.4 

3.8 

4.4 

4.6 
16.3 

3.1 
27.1 

6.7 
81.2 
19.9 
22.8 
39.3 

2. -6 
119.6 

0.1 
69.6 
5.6 
5.0 



44.6 
0.2 
0.2 
2?.0 
249.2 
0.6 
100.9 
17.6 



Local 
(9> 



$64,082. 1 

205.8 
152.3 
665.5 
255.4 
10,436.4 

838.9 
1,351.5 
85.0 
197.8 
1,890.6 
977.2 
155.4 
188.4 
3,654.8 
1,294.9 
878.5 
768.7 
274.3 
386.97 
297.2 
1,083.9 
3,013.2 
3,075.4 
1,202.0 
303.3 
943.5 
292.3 
54/.. 1 
180.8 
336.2 
3,412.7 
129.1 
8,280.2 
797.5 
153.7 
2,512.6 
385.6 
891.5 
2,546.3 
Ji31.6 
439.2 
222.3 
639.6 
3,332.9 
?66.7 
171.8 
1,070.1 
731.7 
233.0 
1,424.3 
179.8 
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Noteu 1) AvMra^rv I >r ii n^^nin'il r ite is tho quotient resulting from dividing the local property tax rev«tue by the net amount 
• jf la^tfitifr?} vil>* .lubif^ct to tax (after deduction of partial exmptiona). For each State the amount of local 

p»^per»ty tdx rov^mu^ xi> 5hown in "olumn for 1966<»67 and coluran 5 for 1976^77. The net OROunt of aasesaed value 
mUM^^^ct to ^ix 13 th^7 .j:ro33 aaaea*.ed value for all taxable property shown in table 3 of this paper» f6r 1966 and . 
* trj76, r*?ap^»ct:veiy, reduced by the amount of any applicable partial exaaptiona, in 31 States* Far the specific 

cimoiintn of partial */xenption3 in each of the; 31 States, see Volume 2 of the Cenausea of Govemmenta for 1967 and 
* V)??* table in oicfi yoiune. *. 



ri>J7ir«M in 
of 'lovt^mmj-^)^/; 



'Mi *: ir- cen:::us*ba3*>i, tak«n from Compendiim of Government Finances, Voli^e 4p Jfuaber 5f 1977 Census 
, tible ^7, This must condition any comparison with fiscal 1978 local property tax revenues shown 



in ••.i»l'inr. * : 



^hi h irv j^npl^^-based* taken from materials in forthcoming Gpvernm^tal Flnancea for 1977-78, GF7f 
itvj n"^f,-"'7 Real property tax revenue {$ mii;ion) shown below for States iraficed with an asterisk 
ii ^anf.if-basei Govemoental Finances for 1976^7? (0F77, No. 5)» differ by more than $5 million from 
; nuir.t ^hown in column 5, and are more directly comparable with corresponding 1977-78 amount shown 



Al it. iTi-i 

Ar; ^or. \ 
-. 1 li 



% i%.c 

59^ ♦I 
9tb.S5.7 
1,715.1 



Indiana 
Iowa 

Louisiana 
Maryland 
Michigan 
yiissouri 



$1,370.1 
837,1 

1,026.3 
2,912.1 
92a. 6 



Nebraska 
New Jersey 
New Yoric 
Ohio 

dclahoma 

Oregon 

Wisconsin 



$ 55A.0 
3,350.3 
8,009.6 
2,560.3 
378.8 
838.7 
1,297.6 



I) L 



a: 



y rrv nu: fi^ruroc for 1977-78 are preliminary. Average local, nominal rates are not available, 
a -^• In col'jffm '> are 23npi*?-ba3ed> for forthcoming publication in Ctovemmental Finances for 



3our£^! ' tifi-ji* . t* J v-nr. J i r 1)6? and 1977t 7oiiime 2 and Volume A, No. 5, of each; State Government Tax Collections 
:r. 1 * I: *: . \ i^ureau of tho cv.^nsus, January 1979, table 3; unpublished preliminary schedule of State 
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Table 2. Relationahlpa of Property Taxoa and Intergovernmental Revenue. Selected Local Areas or Groups Thereof,. Years Indicated 
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1966-67 










Property taxes 


revenue 






Number 


Revenue 
(, ffllllion) 


Percent of 


Revenue 

($ fflilliOD) 


Percent of 


Number 






Revenue fron 
all aourcea 


Tax 
revenue 


revenue fVooi 
all sources 


t 


Ul tsunicli>alltie9 


18,048 


7,351 


38.1 


70.0 


, 5,081 


26.3 


18.861 


1,000,000 or Qiore 
500,000 to 999,999 
300,600 to 499.999 
100,000 to 299,999 
50,000 to 99 ,999 
Leaa tnan 50,000 


5 
17 
22 
86 
184 
17,734 


2,061 
1,024 r 

502 

901 

1,996 


33.2 
38.0 

42.5 
45.9 
40.7 


60.6 
69.9 

Of 

76.9 
79.7 
76.6 


2,068 

785 
367 
484 

942 


33.3 
29.1 

^ tl|e7 

22.8 
23.0 
19.2 


6 
18 
22 
117 
230 
18.468 


New York City 
Chicago 
Los Angeles 
Philadelphia 
Detroit ■ 
Houston 




1,522 
196 
131 
108 
105 
61 


32.6 
41.6 
35.0 
28.1 
34.9 
62.9 


62.3 
62.8 
55.0 
42.4 
68.2 
88.4 


1,771 
• 94 
52 
61 
89 
6 


37.9 
20.0 
13.9 
15.9 
30.0 
6.2 


- 


All counties 


m 


5,253 


42.1 


92.1 




■fU • J 


3,042 


500,000 or more 
250,000 to 499,999 
150,000 to 249,999 
100,000 to 149.999 
50,000 to 99,999 
25,000 to 49,999 
to, 00a to 24,999 
Less than 10,000 


NA 
NA 

306 
HA 

327 

568 
1f033 

815 


KA 

m 

NA 
3,874» 
548» 
309" 
519» 
25j» 


NA 
NA 
NA 

38.9 
37.6 
40.4 
48.7 


NA 
NA 
NA 

MA 

NA 
NA 

\h 
NA 
NA 


NA 
NA 
NA 
3.019 
631 
608 
565 
197 


NA 
NA 
NA 
38.2 
44.8 
45.0 
44.0 
38.0 


63 
74 
96 
110 
336 
596 

OO 1 

9oi 
786 


Ml school districts 


23,390 












15,115 
1,386 


Independent dlsts. 
Dependent districts 


21,782 
1,608 


10,634 


46.9 


98.4 


10,064 


44.3 


Special ^tistricts 


21,264 


589 


21.5 
15.5"» 




635 


23.2 

»6.a»" 





1976-77 



Property taxea 


xnteraovemaentai 
revenue 


Revalue 
allllon) 


Percent of 




- 

Percent of 
revfssu^ i fm 
all sources 


Revenue front 
all sources 


Tax 
revenue 


Revenue 
K% million) 


15.629 


25.8 


60.1 


CJ|770 




4,383 


22.8 


51.5 


8,427 


43.8 


1,821 


23,5 


56.6 


3,440 


44.4 


910 


20. 1 


53.4 


1 ,0*11 


Art £ 


2,360 


2^. 1 


67 a 


3, 197 


39.4 . 


t,852 


35 4 


71 ft 


1,868 • 


33.6 




27 Q 


0->»0 




33.9 . 




22.8 




0,790 


47.4 


IPO 


26 0 






34.5 










?f . 1 


174 


14.4 


26.7 


395 


32.6 


1 WW 


18.7 


50.9 


AA 5 


49-2 


151 


36.7 


62.2 


63 


15.3 


13,065 


31.3 


81.4 


18,816 


45.1 


6, 140 


35.1 


ai.5 


7 

r , oo 1 




1.732 


31.9 


80.6 


2,398 


44.2 


1,057 


30.2 


83.8 


1,635 


46.6 


683 


c .O 




1 im 


•rO.y 


1,182 


25.1 


76.4 


2,237 


47.6 




25.6 


80.7 


1,802 


46.4 


838 


27.6 


85.9 


1,445 


47.7 


439 


35.9 


89.2 


486 


39.8 


26,435 


33.4 


97.5 


38,918 


49.2 


26,435 


42.1 


97.5 


31,501 


50.2 


7,933»» 


48.5" 




7,417 


45.3 


1,565 


13.8 


91.1 


4,332 


38.2 




10. 9»" 






30.1»«» 



- Not applicable. 
NA Not available. 

• - Includes all taxes, most of which are property taxes. Property tax component not separately available, 
• Contribution froo parent government r 
. Percentage of total revenue. 
Sources: U,S. Bureau of the Census, 1967 Census of Governments 

Finances of Municipaliaea and Township Covemreents , July 1969, 
Volume 4, No. 2, Finances of Special Districts , August 1969, ta . 

1977 Census of Covemma^ts: volume 4, No. 3., Finanoes of County Governments . May 1979, p. 24; Volume 4, No 
and Township Ctovernments. May 1979, tables 16 anTT?? I, Ho. i, PlTSnces of School Dist ricts. March V 

2, Finances of Special Districts, pp. 2, 9, and 11. ^— p— — — 



Volaue 4, No. 3, Finances of County Governments . June 1969, p. 21; Volume 4, No, 4, 
p. 32; Volume 4, No. 1, Finances of School DistrTlcts , May 1969, table 1; 
table 1. — ~— — — 

4, Finances of Mlinicipalities 
1979. pp. 1, 7, 10, U; Volume A, 
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Table 3. Croaa Aaseued Values, All Property^ Ratios and Approxlaate harfcet ValueSt OnUxmy^^ 

Periods Indicated: ^ State 
( dollar aiBOunts in oilliona) 



ReaUby, 



t966 



Gr6aa assessed value 



Area 


All 

W«iA43& W Jkt w 


Locally aaieasad 
realty 


weighted 
ratio, 
percent 


Total 


Ordinary 

real 
property 


United States 


$498,962 




l90n (\L^ 


30.8 


Alabaffla 


4,066 


2.!U)3 




14.9 


Alaska 


1,300 






77.5 


Arizona 


2,373 




1 031 


15.4 


Arkansas 


1^604 


1.057 


Q37 


9.8 


California 


43,188 


13.508 


23.20Q 


18.7 


Goiorttdo 


4,232 


2m 180 


2.470 


24.6 


Connecticut 


14,173 




8.877 


50.9 


Delaware 


. 1,738 


If 738 


1. 1Q6 


45.6 


District of Columbia 


3,538 


3,028 


1.606 


42.2 


Florida 


31,239 




22.487 


61.3 


Georgia 


7,31Q 


4.658 




24.3 


Hawaii 


3,409 




2 372 


55.8 


Idaho 


909 


527 


381 


10.4 


Illinois 


39.848 


31.072 


23 545 


39.3 


Indiana 


10,182 


6t412 


5 20P 


23.4 


Iowa 


6,347 




4 333 


21.8 


Kansas 


4,953 






16.8 


Kentucky 


16,320 


11 811 


in ft 1ft 


77.0 


Louisiana 


4,709 




1 024 


15.3 


Maine 


3.088 




1 OXX 


50.1 


Maryland 


12,975 


in noi 


7 A&Q 


43.2 


Massachusetts 


14,979 


13 817 


1 1 474 


43.7 


Michigan 


20,488 


ic 724 


10 017 


28.7 


Minnesota 


2,517 


2.000 


1 A14 


10.6 


Mississippi 


2,007 


1 063 


807 


10.8 


Missouri 


9,548 


6.465 


5. 130 


23.9 


Montana 


824 


40Q 


310 


8.7 


flebraska 


4,333 


3. 160 


2.524 


25.1 


Nevada 


1,631 


1.213 


764 


23.6 


New Hampshire 


2,431 


2.254 


1,926 


48.6 


New Jersey 


28,431 


26,767 


21,673 


60.9 


Mew Mexico 


1,594 


789 


638 


15.6 


NtTW lorK 


53,633 


51,469 


24,904 


34.6 


North Carolina 


13,62' 


9,325 


7,759 


38.2 


North Dakota 


693 


472 


452 


11.0 


Ohio 


33,936 


21,582 


17,004 


34.3 


Oklahoma 


3,608 


2,209 


1,871 


14.2 


Oro^n ^^ 


3,534 


2,663 


2.128 


18.9 


PannsylvBnia 


17,336 


17,336 


13,582 


31.1 


Rhode Island 


3,253 


2,511 


2,063 


55.3 


South Carolina 


t,037 


416 


259 


4.6 


South Dakota 


2,393 


1,678 


1,604 


34.3 



Ordinary 

real 
property, 
approxiiute 
oarket 
value 



1976 



Orosa assessed value 



All 
taxable 
property 



$ 942,652 

13,332 
886 
6,725 
9.513 
124,370 
10,027 
17,430 
2,333 
3,808 
36,682 
16,453 
3,814 
3,216 
59.931 
22,659 
19,886 
15,903 
-.3,798 
12,53^ 
3.855 
18,190 
26,229 
34,914 
15,243 
7,598 
21,466 
3,908 
10,043 
3,235 
3,417 
35.611 
4,099 
71,970 
20,334 
4,118 
49.577 
13,161 
11,236 
43,695 
3,730 
5,592 
4,681 



,229,121 

6,066 
9,192 
6,690 
3,437 
9^.773 
10,111 
26.397 
3.343 
8.658 
110,931 
27,492 
11,639 
1,702 
58,076 
15,344 

45,019 
8,204 

33,767 
7,383 
8,605 
28,724 
35,087 
55.462 
14,002 
3,582 
14,332 
1.392 
7.015 
3,576 
7,444 
78,562 
3,551 
82,940 
64,804 
739 
60,257 
5,680 
37,640 
25,203 
6,253 
1,998 
3,946 



Locally assessed 



Total 



>992,528 

2,982 
5,265 
3,732 
1,973 

76,377 
8,143 

21,356 
3,343 

a, 190 
94,913 

18,865 
11,639 
1,197 
49,372 
10,101 
38,495 
4,333 
24,083 
3,494 
7,642 
23,312 
32,430 
47,923 
13,218 
1,904 
9,597 
605 
4,871 
2,576 
7,432 
76,977 
2,348 
79,430 
36,867 
672 
39.545 
3,408 
29,653 
25,203 
4,912 
1,203 
2,838 



Ordinary 

real 
property 



1778,437 

2,403 
4,844 

3,086 
1,812 
58; 165 
5.865 
17,206 
2,405 
5,035 
79,119 
15.444 
6,878 
1,055 
37,852 
7,747 
34,861 
3,850 
21,437 
2,834 
6,917 
19,246 
25,881 
37,510 
11,259 
1,774 
8,060 
537 
4,500 
1,870 
6,416 
59,921 
1,990 
43,287 
32,908 
631 
34,423 
3,118 
23,862 
20,426 
4,179 
812 
2,748 



Slze-i'' 
weighted 
ratio, 
percent 



31.0 

10.8 
67.2 
11.7 

8.6 
17.2 
16.8 
42.1 
31.9 
68.0 
59.4 
30.8 
43.0 

9.1 
26.0 
14.8 
70.0 
12.3 
72.0 

9.6 
53.5 
36.6 
42,? 
40.6 
21.5 

9.6 
15.7 

5.3 
18.6 
20.8 
58.9 
67.6 
17.1 
27.2 
63.6 

6.5 
27.3 

9.9 
71.5 
17.9 
43.7 

3.3 
25.6 



Ordinary 

real 
property, 
approximate 
market 
value 



$ 2,511,762 $1,509,731 



22,300 
7,208 
26,288 
21,107 

337,266 
34,927 
40,902 
7,543 
7,407 

133,293 
50,199 
15,984 
11.594 

145,683 
52,223 
49,819 
31,409 
29,778 
29,638 
12,922 
52,611 
61,120 
92,285 
52,271 
18,544 
51,444 
10,085 
24,147 
8,990 
10,896 
88,586 
11,642, 

159,214 
51,719 
9.707 

126,084 
^1,384 
33,384 

114,347 
9,556 
24,762 
10,741 



1978 



Gross assessed value 



All 
taxable 
property 



Locally 
assessed 
realty 



8,239 
20,403 
8,019 
3,852 
114,114 
11,587 
30,299 
3,791 
11,229 
146,031 
32,114 
13,627 
2,404 
, 61,938 
17,180 
56,363 
9.765 
40.622 
7,212 
13,078 
32,898 
42,512 
64,870 
14,598 
3,966 
16,285 
1,561 
7,471 
5,550 
9,617 
88,715 
4,169 
87,977 
72,780 
309 
62,807 
6,428 
50,680 
26,522 
7,479 
2,158 
4,678 



1,211,373 

4,249 
8,077 
4,647 
2,189 
92,711 
9,148 
24,585 
3,791 
10,685 
120,145 
21,672 
13,627 
1,826 
51*311 
11.319 
49,192 
4,652 
28,633 
3,439 
11,529 
26,882 
39,008 
' 56,315 
• 14,182 
.2,048 
10,414 
722 
5,783 
^ 4,266 
9,60? 
87,044 
2,698 
83,948 
43,824 
740 
41,732 
3,888 
40.265 
26,522 
5,919 
1,354 
3,828 

J 



54 



55 



Table 2. 



Tennessee 

Te>cas 

Utah 

Venmont 

Virginia 

Washington 

Weat Virginia 

Wiaconsin 

Wyoming 



FQQTNOTES r 
1/ 



Groaa Aase^sad Valuea; All Property. RaUoa and Appro«i«ate Market Valuea. 

Periods Indicated: By SUte (Continued) 
(dollar aommta in millions) 



Ordlnaryl'' Realty, 




All 
taxable 
property 



$ 4,942 


$ 3,893 


16,366 


12.330 


1,541 


804 


640 


561 


9,834 


7,^4 


4,898 


3,672 


4,915 


2,510 


15,123 


12,725 


1,175 


391 



realty 



Total 



Ordinary 

real 
property 

2,854 
6,938 
645 
454 
5,411 
3,006 
2,096 
10,173 
315 



weighted 
ratio, 
percent 



21.1 
15.6 
14.4 
27.5 
27.4 
14.7 
37.5 
49.2 
17.4 



"Ordinary 

real-, 
property, 
approximate 
market 
value 



$ 



15,53^ 
44,541 

4,017 

1,646 
19,749 
20,399 

5,590 
2Q,662 

1.608 



Gross assessed value 

Lopaiiy assessed 



All 
taxable 
property 



11,397 
41,517 

3,213 

2,488 
29,581 
51.643 

9,204 
39,571 

2,489 



realty 



Total 



8,774 
33,351 

1.844 

2,277 
23, 104 
40,654 

3,929 
33,580 
598 



Ordinal 

real 
property 



6,520 
17,126 

1,734 

1,974 
19,537 
33, 1 16 

3,442 
30,252 
563 



weighted 
ratio, 
percent 



16.2 
13.8 
13.1 
31.8 
32.8 
64.2 
25.4 
49.3 
10.1 



Ordinary 

real 
propa 
approjOBmce 
market 
value 



40, 133 
123,763 
13,277 

6,214 
59,567 
51,573 
13,548 
61,368* 

5,558 



35 

1978 

Gross ailsessed value 



AU 
taxable 
property 



Locally 
aaaesaed 
realty 



12,742 1$ 
56,995 
4,661 

69, 
66 • 
11,^rf4 
52,117 
3,303 



10,080 
45,330 
2.934 
■5,226 
56,452- 
53,591 
5,218 
«,425 
706 



m m Xo^Xy assessed at more «»„ an amount wHich. in the 

^^of more than »750,000. Note that appn,ximate martcet vSues^fp^S^S Vo^^ S"' ''^ ^'^O.OOO, and in 1976? 

- I'^^lel^^^^ imrZ rSt^^L L^r?!^ r-^^ ^^tinct assessed value size 

ratio for sold properties of the same use caUgory aSd Ssesled S^l^S aJ^^f^*"?^^ of assessed value are divided by the aggregate assessment 
for the use category. Finally, the statewide S^e^LlSeased^Jue IfdivJ^S'^ f "^^^^ ^ statewidrSSl 

th* above aummatlon produced. «NSsr«8ate assessed value is divided by the corresponding statewide market value indication which 

SOURCES ; 



ERIC ; 



5b 
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Table 4. Percentage distribution of gross total assassed value of locally aaseased taxable realty^ by property use categoiVt 

by State: 1966 and 1976 



Percent of Total 





Residential 


Acreage 


Vacant platted 
lota 


Ccimerclal 


Industrial 


state 


Total 


Slngle^family only 








1966 


1376 


1966 


1976 


1966 


1976 


1966 


1976 


1966 


1976 


1966 


1976 


Uniteu states 


An 1 




An n 


4Q Q 


11.0 


11.9 


2.6 


3.8 


15.3 


16.7 


9.4 

7 • ^ 


7.4 


AlabaiBS 




At A 


A^ A 


Aft 


17 3 


8.1 


1.7 


1.6 


14.2 


' 18.5 


9.5 

7 • «^ 


9.5 




x3«y 




AA A 


40 Q 

HV .7 


6 1 


5.6 


6.0 


14.3 


24.6 


26.8 


3.9 


6.0 




Aft A 


^A A 


vrj • \> 


47 S 


6.9 


6.1 


3.6 


8.8 


12.0 


21.4 


9.1 


7.2 


Arkansas 


He. 




61 A 






24. 1 


3.2 


2.9 


12.1 


15.4 


4.9 ' 


3.5 


Calltomia 


AA A 
OU cQ 


AA ? 

o^« t 


Aft A 


A1 1 


<^ 6 


6.9 


3.7 


4.3 


14.0 


13.7 


9.0 

7 


8.3 


Colorado 




c%A n 


A^ n 


An 1 


12.5 


8.8 


1.6 


3.6 


18.3 


22.1 


6.6 


6.1 


Connecticut 




M 


AA A 
00. P 


A1 Q 


? A 


1 4 


1 .8 


2.3 


14.3 


16.0 


7.9 


8,3 


Delaware 






AO A 


A7 1 


7 ft 


ft 2 


2.0 


3.2 


14.3 


16.5 


10.0 


8.5 


ui strict 01 i^oiuniDia 


A 


A'^ A 


lL A 


AA 0 
H5.7 






5.3 


4.6 


28p4 


32.1 


2.7 


0.1 


r loriota 


62. «» 


At A 

0 f .u 


A 

Pt>.9 


AA A 




11 A 


6 3 

V.J 


8.1 


14.7 


15.5 


3 3 


3 4 


Gtiorgia 


60.6 


CA c: 
54.5 


CA :> 
56.2 


Aft A 


1A A 


' pn 0 

cv .7 


•P 2 


3.7 


15.0 


17.5 


6 3 

V.J 


3 4 


Hawaii 


59.5 


59 #2 


A*? C 
47.5 


')A A 


A 1 
H.J 


A 1 

H. 1 


Q A 
7 • 3 


9 6 
7.0 


16.3 


26.4 


in A 

IV . H 


6 6 


Idaho 


?9. ' 


A A 0 
•♦■♦•0 


9fl A 

cO .0 


A1 A 
H.^ .H 


^A A 


33 ft 


1 .4 


3.6 


11.0 . 


13.0 


A 


4 7 

H. t 


Illinois 


55.9 


53.2 


43,8 


AO 1 
He. 1 


17 A 


1A A 
(!>.H 


P 1 


2 7 


11.2 


16.5 


IP 3 


1? 1 


Indiana 


57.0 


56 .0 


CA A 


A'i 7 


OA 1 


1Q 7 


> 1 * 


2.2 ' 


10.3 


13.3 


10 0 


7.9 
1.7 


Iowa 


^0 a 


37.4 


37.7 


1A A 


AA 7 


Aft ? 

HO . £ 


0 ft 


0.7 


8.4 


10.0 


A 1 


3 7 


Kansas 


41 .A 


45.8 


AA f\ 

40.0 


AO 1 


AA ft 


37 Q 


1 n 




8.7 


11.9 
p « . 7 


3 3 


1 

I 


Kentucky 


54 #5 


53.0 




Al 


97 


9A A 


1 2 


1.7 


11 .6 


13.5 


A Q 


^ 3 


Louisiana 




AA 1 
OH, 1 


AA 


AA A 


ft 7 


ft 3 


2.8 


3.4 


18.5 




A 1 
0. 1 


4 6 


Maine 


6«*. 3 


£.A A 
DO.O 


ca A 


Aft 7 


? A 




1 6 


2.3 


16.4 


* 15.3 


14 2 


9 5 


Maryland 


7 I .0 




A3 A 
Oc. D 


A** 7 
OJ. r 


7 n 


4 8 


1 6 


4.0 


12.7 


14.1 


7 0 


4.7 


Massachusetts 




7^ 1 




AO 7 




0.8 


2.3 


2.8 


19.0 


16.6 


7 7 


7.8 


Michigan 


0 1 « c 


A1 ft 


AO 7 


AA 1 


7 4 


Q 3 


3.3 


2.6 


13.6 


13.8 


13 6 


11.4 


Minn<w>ta 




AA Q 


At A 


AO A 


26 7 


1Q.4 


1.2 


1.5 


17.9 


15.5 


10.0 


7.7 


^Jkl 

Hisslsslppi 




AA A 


AA 7 


A? ft 


36 Q 


22 7 


2.3 


3^8 


11.1 


14.5 


4.8 


2.3 


Missouri 




A7 ^ 


A? 1 


so 3 


17.2 


16.0 


1.6 


3.7 


15»3 


16*9 


8.3 


6.1 


Montana 






1ft 7 

«X3 . f 


42.3 


34.1 


29.4 


1.2 


2.8 


14.0 


15. A 


9.0 

7 .v 


7.3 


Nebraska 


JO • 1 




'^A ft 






48.8 


1.0 


1.3 


9.0 


12.4 


2.0 


3.1 


PlevaM t 


AA A 


a:? p 


AA 4 


47 1 


8.8 


12.5 


4.9 


4.4 


23.9 


26.5 


6.9 


3.8 


Mow H.iHipohlrf^ 


AQ A 


A7 ^ 
D 1 . 


AA 7 
OH. r 


AQ 1 


2 S 


5.4 


1.6 


1.3 


15.2 . 


14.0 


9.9 
7.7 


11.9 


^few J*;r3ey 


7 1 n 
f 1 .u 


AO A 


AA *^ 

OH • J 


Aft 7 


2 6 


2.0 


2.5 


4.0 


14.6 


13.5 


9.2 


10.9 


Mew Mexico 


A 1 1 
0 1 • J 


AA A 


AA n 


An 7 


17 1 


0.2 


6.1 


10.9 


12.7 


17.6 


2.6 


4.5 


NfHil torK 




56.3 


25.0 


31.5 


1.7 


2.2 


1.9 


2.5 


23.5 


31.7 


14.0 


7.2 


worth Laroi ina 


^1 


55.6 




51.7 


18.5 


16.9 


2.6 


5.1 


14.0 


1^.4 


12 7 


8.0 


worth Dakota 


25.3 


30.2 


24.7 


26.9 


62.9 


55.8 


1.2 


0.9 


9.8 


12.2 


0.7 


0.9 


Ohio 


64.9 


62.4 


50.6 


56.6 


9.7 


. 12.0 


2.5 


3.4 


12.4 


14.2 


10.0 


7.8 


OklahOfna 


5B.3 


57.4 


56.6 


52.8 


25.5 


20.1 


1.7 


2.6 


11.0 


16.5 


3.4 


2.9 




53.0 


52.2 


49.6 


A7.5 


22.0 


18.6 


1.7 


4.0 


13.3 


14.6 


9.6 


10.3 


Pfmnaylvania 


65.7 


66.9 


59.3 


59.4 


4.4 


3.9 


1.5 


1.8 


17.5 


18.9 


10.2 


7.7 


Hhode Island 


70.4 


70.8 


53.3 


58.2 


'1.4 


1.3 


2.6 


4.4 


13.4 


14.6 


11.5 


8.7 


Jouth Carolina 


42.7 


54.6 


41.5 


49.5 


16.4 


15.7 


U7 


4,6 


9.0 


13.1 


29.9 


12.1 


South Dakota 


?7.1 


31.9 


26.6 


29.6 


61.4 


53.9 


1.1 


1.5 


8.9 


9.9 


1.4 


0.9 


Tf»nneitsep 


60.4 


^.0 


55.9 


46.1 


12.3 


12.4 


2.3 


2.9, 


16.3 


25.2 


8.4 


9.2 


Texas 


38.9 


37.8 


36.5 


34.3 


12.7 


12.6 


1.9 


2.8 


10.6 


15.7 


10.4 


11.0 


Mtah 


63.1 


64.0 


59.9 


61.4 


9.6 


11.4 


2.3 


5.3 


14.8 


14.2 


4.3 


5.1 



58 



55 



Table 4. 



P^rcentag« dlstrlbuticai of gross total assessed value of locally assessed taxable re. 

by State: I966 and 1976 (Continued) 



ity, by property use category, 
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State 




. Percent of Total 


Residential 




Vacant platted 
lots 


Cotaaerclal 


industrial 


Tot 


tal 


Single-fa 


ally only 




eage 


1966 


1976 


1966 


1976 


1966 


1976 


1966 


i 1976 


1966 


1976' 


1966 


1976 


, Veraont 
Virginia 
Washington 
West Virginia 
Wisconsin 
Wyoming 


53.1 
65.3 
57.1 
56.9 
61.0 
55.0 


r 

■ 61.2 
64.6 
53.3 
62.1 
64,7 
49.2 


48.8 
57.0 
53.1 
55.2 
58.6 
53.9 


58.7 
54.0 
47.0 
59.6 
57.7 
46.7 

f 


9.3 
8.7 
16.7 
14.6 
10.7 
25.7 


15.0 
8.9 
16.5 
10.6 
11.8 
28.6 


3.0 
2.6 
3.6 
2.0 
1.7 
1.4 


0.1 
4.0 
4.9 
2.7 
2.9 
1.5 


18.8 
17.3 
14.1 
12.3 
14.8 
12.6 


12.0 
16.7 
17.7 
15.1 
15.3 
15.2 


15.4 
5.0 
8.0 
11.3 
11.6 
5,2 


11.7 
5.8 
7.4 
7.2 
5.4 
3.2 



— X"* S-cSSirr <llff.™,oe bet««, 100 p«^«t ana tl,, of th. proportions shJwn constitute, th. "other end unnllocbl.- 
"""■^"^ iS^eViSiriJi^'lf ,^lSS.I;tef LmTs! 5' Texea. Property Vel.ee »,d Aaeeseaent-Sslee pm.. 
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Table 5. Percentage Increase in groea aeaeased value of locally aaseaeed realty, within each of selected use categories, 

and of locally assessed personalty, 1976 over 1966, by State 



State 



Ohited States 

Alabama , 

*laska 

Arizona 

Arkansas 

Call Torn la 

Colorado 

Connecticut 

Delaware 

District of Columbia 

Florida 

Georgia 

Hawaii 

Idaho 

liiinola 

Indiana 

Iowa 

Kansas 

Kentucky 

Louisiana 

Maine 

Maryland 

Massachusetts 

Michigan 

Minnesota 

Mississippi 

Missouri 

Montana 

Nebra^a 

Nevada 

New Hampshire 
New Jersey 
New Mexico 
New York 
North Carolina 
North Dakota^ 
Ohio 

Oklahoma 

Oregon 

Pennsylvamia 

Rhode Island 

South Carolina 

South Dakota 

Tennessee 

Texas 

Utah 



Increase (|>ercent) for property category shown 



All e* ft ffv^^^A 

Ai 1 types 

OK 

realty 


Resld«itlal 


Acreage 


Cdonerclal 
only 


Ccomerclal 

and 
Industrial 




All 


only 




1*8.5 


151.8 


171.2 


176.5 


146.7 


136.6 


29.5 




37.9 


(39.6) 


69.1 


53.4 


77.7 




297.1 


3*5.2 


357.0 


438.2 


467.4 


397.* 


157.0 


113.0 


92.3 


126.7 


358.0 


248.9 


62.2 


OD«7 


137.0 


128.1 


29.3 


137.5 


108.9 


' 100.2 


1 1^ A 

127 .9 


HA.* 


150.8 


65,0 


122.4 


117.8 


133.9 




142. 1 


1*2.0 


80.9 


209.5 


190.1 


73.9 


OA 4 


90.1 


75.* 


10.3 


117.9 


112.8 


59.1 




86.* 


8*. 9 


202.2 


121.7 


97.4 


- 


I f u 


185.9 


258.* 




206*0 


180.1 


(8.*) 


fc^f •!> 


2**. 6 


21*.9 


308.8 


270.4 


270.5 


286.7 




263.8 


250.1 




371.1 


296.1 


19*.* 


C*f 1 


2*0.3 


185.1 


221.6 


328.3 


246.2 


- 




250.3 


2**. 7 


122.5 


169.0 


24.0 


*6.8 




51.0 


52.6 


38.6 


135.1 


93.5 


(2.9) 




57.2 


5*.3 


52.7 


104.6 


65.4 


38.1 




673.* 


66*. 5 


728.6 


854.3 


715.1 


222.7 




66.9 


58.7 


27.5 


106.4 


87.8 


123.0 


lU Ja7 


100.7 


98.7 


97.6 


136.8 


119.7 


215.2 


CI A 


52.3 


*8.7 


4<».8 


58.9 


48.0 


**.2 


CUOa J 


216.* 


210.0 


727.9 


186.5 


149.3 


88.5 


111 r\ 


135.5 


135.* 


59.2 


156.5 


120.8 


(1*.9) 




1*3.5 


130.2 


43.6 


105.2 


114.5 


112.3 




208.0 


197.1 


282.3 


208.5 


182.4 


58.2 


560,9 


736.1 


705.*. 


379.4 


472.8 


450.6 


(SO. 2) 


79 • 1 


122.8 


111.3 


13.1 


134.7 


88.8 


85.2 




*7.a 


*3.* 


38.7 


63.9 


45.0 


*0.* 


<>7,9 


59.* 


62.0 


28.1 


63.2 


45.7 


82.8 


C A 1 


39.2 


3*. 2 


51.7 


113.4 


116.6 


87-1 


1 12.4 


103.2 


120.5 


204.7 


135.2 


108.8 


181.3 


229 • 7 


219.2 


201.9 


619.6 


203.5 


240.3 


(93.2) 


40*9 C 

187.6 


181.9 


162.8 


118.6 


165.6 


194.5 


0.* 


i97*o 


166.9 


151.6 


60*7 


313.0 


329.0 


1*.0 




*8.8 


9*.* 


93.0 


108.1 


60.2 


- 


"1 4£ O 


3*5.9 


332.9 


281.3 


329.2 


249.7 


39*. 0 


AO A 


70.6 


56.0 


26.3 


78.3 


79*6 




83. <. 


76.2 


71.3 


126.9 


109.7 


80.4 


611.0 




51.9 


**.o 


21.8 


129.9 


107.2 


62.6 


1.013.5 


997.8 


967.6 


840.6 


1 J22.4 


1,111.3 


933.9 




*8.1 


*5.8 


29.2 


57.0 


39.9 




95.6 


96.9 


113.8 


85.3 


113.4 


83.3 


80.6 


189.2 


271.2 


2*5.9 


177.9 


324.3 


87.0 


90.* 


278.8 


99.6 


88.3 


48.8 


87.3 


76.4 


**.5 


125. A 


86.9 


85.8 


127.9 


248.8 


214.$ 


165.8 


170.5 


153.5 


153.8 


170.5 


302.5 


244.6 


105.7 


129.^ 


132.9 


13*.9 


172.7 


119.3 


132.0 


80.6 



o 

ERIC 
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Table 5. Percentage tncrewe ^^^^ value of locally assessed peal.y, mtMn each of selectwJ use categortea. 

and of locally assessed personalty, 1976 over 1966, by State (Continued) «w8*nes. 
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State 



Venaont 
Virginia 
Washington 
West Virginia 
Wisconsin 
Wyoming 



All types 
of 
realty 



305.9 
217.2 
1,007.1 

56.5 
163.9 

52.9 



Residontial 


All 


Single* family 


roaidential 


only 


357.0 


387.6 


213.7 


200.5 


935.8 


880.1 


70.9 


68.9 


179.7 


160.0 


36.7 


32.2 



Increase (percent > for property category shOMi 



Acreage 



557.7 
224.3 
997.1 

14.2 
191.3 

69.3 



Connercial 
only 



160.0 
205.0 
1,289.6 

92.9 
172.5 

85.7 



CgoBerdal 

and 
Industrial 



. 180.7 
219.5 
1,257.1 
48.2 
106.4 
57.1 



Personal 
property 



167.1 
197.7 
806.4 
131.1 
149.9 
44.7 



Motes: { ) _ Denotes decrease. 

• - Most personal property in North Dakota exempt since 1970. 
Sources: Calculated from assessed valoe distribution contained in Volume 2, Censuses of Govemaents for 1966 and 1976, respectively. 



6i 
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^ Qy,g'^5'y^y guinaary of St^te and Local Tax Revenue, OT 79 
No, 2," U.S. eureau of the Cc^aws. Wa9hlngton» D.C* October 
1979 » p. 1. 

i^GT 79 1 No, a» op. cit. , p, 5. 
3/ 

«■* Compgidium of Governngnt Plnance3 » Volume ^» No. 5> Census 
of Govemiaenta^ respectively for 1967 and 1977, U.S» Bureau 
of the Census, Washlngtonp D.C,, Septeaber 1959 and August 
1979, table 4 in each volume. 
4/ 

P'yP^^^y land and any improvements penaanently 

attached^ or so intended. The other kind of property is 
P^^^sonal property , t4)ich means all property other than real 
property. Personal property (personalty) may be tangible 
("touchable^) or intangible ^poncorporeal, usually deriving 
value only froa what it represents N 

^^See Volume 2, 1977 Census of Ooyemraents, pp. 5 and 17; 
Volume 3, part 2, 1972 Census of Govemments» p. 8; Volume 
2, 1967 Census of Oovemments, p. 11, as revised in Errata 
Notice, Feunjary 13, 1969; Volume 2, 1963 Census of Crovem- 
menta, p. 11; Voltjme 5, 1957 Census of Governments, p, 1U 

^^For legal standards, as of 1976, conditioning the assess- 
ment of realty, personalty, and benefited use property, see 
Taxable Property Values and Assessment/Sales Price Ratios , 
op. cit. . Appendix A, pp. 381«287> 

7/ 

— The States are Alabama ^ Arizona, Louisiana (at least 
nominally, effective January 1, 1978), Minnesota, Montana, 
3<>uth Carolina, and Tennessee. 

— As some background, see "Is the American Dream Really 
Threatened?** by James R. Follain, Jr., and Raymond J. Struyk, 

heal Estate Review , Vol. 8. No. Winter 1979 > PP. 65* 
70. The authors identify four groups as candidates for aid: 
low^income households, unmarried households, blacks, and 
central city residents:. 

2>^Si gnif le a nt Features of Fiscal Federalism , Advisory Corn- 
mi asTorTonnuvEergov^^ D.C., 
1979, p. 49 . Quoted in "The Changing Shape of Property Tax 
Kelief in the 1970 *s" by Steven D. Gold, Conference of 
Cojnmittee on Taxation, Resources, and Economic Development, 
rambrldge, MA, Septomber H, 1979. 

•iS.'^Kroo Census reports and Consumer Price Index, U.S. Bureau 
of Labor f^tatlstics, years indicated. See also Taxable 
Property Values and Assessment/Sales Price Ratios , op, cit. , 
page 11. 

-^"^ Taxable Property Values and Assesyoent/Sales ^rice Ratios , 
V'^lune 2, table 20, 1977 Census of Governments; volume 2, 
part 2, table 12, 1972 Census of Governments: Volume 2, 
196? Census of Governments, table 21. See also the intro- 
ductory text of each* 

12/ 

— In 1972 and 1977 the Census of Governments produced com- 
pi^slte coefficients of intra-area dispersion, to ad.^jst for 
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variations in assessment complexity. The 972 adjustment 
(for 1971 assessments) was based on population. In 1977 (for 
1976 assessments) the adjustment was based on numbers of 
parcels. 

~ ^Towi of Sudbury vs. Commissioner of Corporations and 
Taxation , '38! ME id 641 ujLassjLxi.cavj.on legislation 

approve? by the voters in November 1978, provides fbr the 
four categories of property, to be assessed at specified per- 
centages of fair cash value as f&llows: I, residential, 40 
percent; II, coiaoerciaX, 5C percent; III, industrial or 
manufacturing, 55 percent; IV, open apace, 25 percent; there 
Is also provided an exemption equa. to $5fOOO of the taxable 
valuatim of residential realty. Basic legislation (Chapter 
580, Acta 1978) approved July 25 » 1978. Subsequent amen(teent 
is provided in Chapter 578, Acts 1979, effective September 
25, 1979. An exception to the implementation delay to July 
1, 1980, can occur if a city council or board of selectmen 
approved implementation beginning July 1, 1979 1 vith respect 
to an assessment roll certified by the Commissioner of 
Revenue as representing fair cash value assessmmt as of 
January 1, 1979. 

«^ '^Property Tax Limit Legislation: An Evaluation** by Robert 
J. Gloudemans, Richard R. Almy, and Stuart tf. Miller, 
Assessors Journal, International Association of Assessing 
6fiicer3, Vol. U, No. 3, September 1979, pp. 129-154. 

«^^The assessed value in (^ifomia has been 25 percent of the 
above full cash value. On November 6, 1979, the voters 
approved a measure i^ich increases that 25 percent assessment 
level to 100 percent of full cash value, effective with the 
1981-82 fiscal year and thereafter. Conforming changes %rill 
ber ie effective for veterans exemptions, hcmieovfners exeoap* 
ti ns, and homeowners and raiters property tax assistance. 

i^^Por examples, set State Limitations on Local Taxes and 
Exp jfidl tares , Advisory (Commission on Intergovernmental 
nelations, Washington, D.C., Report A.6A, February 1977, 
chapters 2 ai.d 3. 

-lI^Kere again the mull faceted nature of evidence "documenting** 
changes in taxing and spending can as easily bewilder as 
enlighten a public restive and critical about govemm^tal 
spending but nevertheless receptive to what some term govern- 
mental largesse. It may be generally true, as one writer 
recently points out, that **on the average, property taxes 
declined a^ a fraction of ptrrsonal income In all but eight 
States in the five years preceding the tax revolt. For some 
taxpayers, however, in same Incme ranges and in some places, 
it has been precisely the effect of property taxes on disposable 
Inctxne which, whatever its effect on public budgets, elevated 
blood pressures and the decibel level of public debate. See 
some of the conflicting evidence frcno the above writer In 
"Behind the *Tax Revolt*: A Shift of the Burden from Business 
to Homeowners" by Bob Kuttner, Washington Post^ September 9, 1979 • 
Note also, however, that people dependent on total governmental 
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3P€sidiing (all levels) fbr a alffiificant part of their Income 
rpae froo 42 percent of the population in 1960 to 5A percent 
in 1977. The coi&ponentt among those proportiondt coapriainp. 
State and local government employees, was 7.2 percent in I960 
and 9.4 percent In 1977- The Federal enployee component 
declined. See •♦A Kajority Uanta Hi^ GovemoCTt Spending" 
by A. Gary Shilling^ Washington Poat , December 16, 1979* 
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AUBAMA 



PUBLIC SCHOOL FINANCE PROGRAM, 1978-79 



huaseil U Chandler CEIS Coordinator, served as the State authority for the 
preparation and reviev of this program report. 



Selected School Finance Facta 



STATE SUPPORT 

Approximately 75 l»ercent of the State-local revenues for 
elementary and secondary public schools are provided by 
the State. ' 

A one nil 11 Statewide property taxes is levied by the 
counties and distributed to school districts on the 
basis of the census children 7-20 years of age. 

Alaaost all of the State revenue distributed to school 
districts are provided by earoarked taxes assigned to 
the Special Education Trust Fund, These taxes are 
levied on the following: beer, tobacco, express 
companies, hydro-electric companies, insurance 
premiums, iron ore, leasing of property, store 
licenses, railroad companies, telephone companies, 
and taxes on income, lodging, sales, a use tax and 
utility tax. 

Additional aid for public schools is provided through 
annual appropriations. 

By a constitutional amendment approved by the voters 
in November, 1978, a system of property classifications 
was established for personal properties, utilities 
farms and industries, * 



LOCAL SUPPORT 

1, The State has 127 fiscally dependent school districts. 

2. Between 60 and 70 percent of the local school revenues - 
are derived from property taxes. 

3- Local nonproperty taxes are levied by counties or 

districts as sales, beer, tobacco or occu;*aUons taxes 
and are dedicated for school purposes. 

4. Districts are required to levy 3 mills and counties are 
required to levy 4 mills for full participation in the 
basic support program. These levies comprise the charge- 
bacK in the Minimum Program Fund, 

5. Local governments may levy up to an additional 5 mill 
property tax for school purposes. Any additional school 
property taxes levied by counties or their school districts 
must be within the property tax rate limit in effect for all 
local government purposes. 

6. A district's debt limit is limited to the projected available 
debt service revenues for a 30 year period. 
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STATS SUPPORT* »78>7S 



Name ef Ptcgramf Ugal CiUtion; Amount Apprapristed for t97ft-79t Pereent of SUte Pnndi Alloeftt«dt 
Prognun Oeseription. 



BftSIC SUPPORT ratK»WS 

MISIMIM PROCa^l fia® <Curr€!nt esqwnse, $ 556.560.334 (83.51%) 

capital outlay, and debt service, grades 
1-12) (Art. 3, Title 16, 1977 Code.) 

Teacher Salary 

AlloiiiBncc . Scheduled asnount per staffed teacher {$371,632,822) 

unit 



Teacfier Preparation 


itoount 


2-3 years 


$ 8,442 


3-4 years 


9,721 


or BS 


11,545 


M4 or 


13,260 




14.162 



Hospiul-Medical Insurance: $247»20 per teacher unit when used <$ 9,427 

Sick Uave: 4%noMnt paid up to $17 per day ($ 3,890»178) 

Leaw: >toxuTiuD of tvo days per teacher unit at $17 

per day, if used ($ l.2%,726) 

Teachcrr Units: Grades 1-3 one teacher unit for each 26.63 AOfV 

Grades 4^12. •••one teacher unit for each 28 ADA 

A total ot 31, 736 teachc-r u its are funded in the regular program, according to 
prcUminar>* calculations. 

Spi^cial Education one unit for eac!i approved special ($ 25,550,000) 

ixlucational class 

A ti>tal of 3,25() sp««cial education teacher units are funded 

Bojtd ot Adjustments ($ 130,000) 

inrincipors supphimtit • • .$100 per teacher unit <$ 3,173,966) 

Maintemnce ($6,000,000) 

Sick leave for support personnel ... ($800,000) 
Insurance tor suppc^rt persotmcl . . . ($6,300,(XX>) 
Lunchrotit) v^rkeis* salary increase. . ($7,747,000) 



ERLC 
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mam. 



(Mevmk^ of SUte and LdmI SItares of Program Cotti Bxtmt 



State share ; Calculated prouam cost minus: 
•Required local share 
.Receipts from ^iblic School Fisad 

U>cal share : Ihe atoount is froesen at $4»676»48S» 
t4uch is equivalatit to a 5*mll levy ca the stater 
vide prc^^erty valuaticns of 1938. ikswever^ the 
share of this amount diat es^ school district is 
required to raise is determined by a county index 
of tax-paying ability and is based oa an index 
of county assessed valuaticns and a county eccncmic 
indac. Cities are inclikted in their counties, 
ITtis index is updated every vm> years« 

Ihe economic index is derived for each county and 
iisighted as follows: 

(a) county sales tax revemies x 6 

(b) county auto license reviarues x 5 

(c) county tax revenues from public utilities x 3 

(d) personal incone taxes^^ by county x 1 

(e) value of farm inccme^ by county x 1 

(f ) value added by manufacturings by county x 1 

The sun of these amounts is divided bv the total 
eights. Ihe ratio of the county dollar valuation 
obtained to the State total constitutes the county^s 
eccmnuc index. 



An itxiex of assessed valuati(n is derived frcm the 
latest available valuation data. Ihe ratio of a 
county's assessed valuaticsi to the State *s total 
assessed valuation is the county's ixtdeK of 
assessed valuation* 

The calculation of these two indices whai stalled 
to tl^ required statewide local revenue amount 
yield the amount to be raised bv each county. 
This amount is prorated among the districts, 
including the cities located within a ccninty. 
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Name of Progrtm; Legai CiUtioni Amottnt Ap|»^iated for 1978*79; Percent of State Funds Allocated; 
Prigram Description. 



Kipil iransportation 



($38,066,490) 



Rtfgular students..., average cost per pupil per day, including bus depreciation, 
based on 11 population density groups 

Special od, students,.. .actual cost of needed transportation up to the amount 

of approved contract. Of the transportation amount 
earmarked above, $700,000 is estiinated to be the allo- 
cation for 1978-79 



Tuition payrwits for pupils attending nonprofit private schools 

Priniarily used for pupils in special education for whom a local public school 
is not available. I\iirion and transportation costs equivalent to the amount 
paid per district (lublic school child is provided in State funds and included 
above. Except under this circijnstance~private school pupils may not be 
includt^ in determining program anjounts for this fund. 

Capital outlay and debt service ($2,058,951) 

$6A.8*^ per teacher unit. This amount must be spent for capital outlay 



CaieiOation of State and Local Shares of Program Cost; Extent 
of School District Participation. 



P,L, 87A funds distributed by the federal 
government may be included locally in meeting 
the local revenue requirement, t>ut such funds 
are not specifically deducted. 

Extent of participation: All 127 school aistricts. 



Fet*s . 



$250 per elementary teacher 
$300 per high school teacher 



($10,463,225) 

Other current expense.., $2,204.73 per teacher unit ($69,978,015) 



II'BUC SQ10C)L FVND (Constitution and Title 16, 1977 
UxJf. hLstablishod by Constirution.) 



$20.000,000 (3.00% ) 



Current expense 
i:radrs 1-12 



Proportion of school census children, 7-20 years of age, 
inclusive, for the State in the district. A school census 
of children 7-20 years of age must be taken every 4 years. 



State share : 100 percent c*" calculated amount. 
Local share ; None 

Extent of participation : All 127 scIkx)! districts 



ERIC 



iWlL li\i^bnH> LNSTRUCfl(^^\L FRlxaWE 

Spt>cinl t\lucati(jn .... See Basic Support Program 
\AX:;<Vn()N.\L KDUGMTUN fund (Ch. 37, Title 16, 



$48,503,717 (7.28/o) 



Amount of approved application for salaries for approved 
vocaticmnl educaticm teachers as per State salary sch(?dulo 
r r voaitional teachers, plus allcwance for travel and 
t)ther exjM»nsos. 



State sliare : State pays a percentage of calculated 
program amount as funds allow. Percet:tuge payment 
is based on the State money shcuvn plus federal 
funds for vocational qducation. 

Local share : All costs not covered by reimburse- 
ment. 

Extent or participation : All 127 school districts 
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4g STATE SUPPOfiT. l97a-79 




ALABAMA 


• 

MAine of Pragramt Legal Citation; Amount ApprofKriated for l978-79t Pereent of State FiBMh Alloeatedi ^ 
Program Doeriptioiu 


uaieuifti lOn or stale ana Loeal mares of Program Coalt Bs^mt 
of Sehool District Partiotpation. 


ILUTGRACY 




State share: 1(X) percent of calculated oroeramj 


(Act No. 244, Special Session, 1965) 


$' '10.000 (0.27%) 


Local share: Ncme 






Extent of participate 96 school districts • 




$ 181,500 (0.03%) 


State share: allocated for i^rkshoo exoenscs 


FINE ARTS 


$ 800,000 (0.12%) 




PUPIL SUPPlHCr SERVICES 












TBCraoOK RJ^a) (Ch. 36, Tide 16, 1977 Code, established in 1935; 
Act ^Jo. 221, Special Session, 1%5) 


$8,602,500 (1.29%) 


State share: 100 percent of calculated amount. 




Local share: None 






Extent of participation: All 127 school districts 


QVPIXAL SUPPURT PRUSAMS 






Capital outlay and debt service - see Basic Support Programs 






B(M) ISSUE 


$30,000,000 (4.50%) 





Authorizes bond issues of $114,730,000 in the forthcoming years. The proceeds of 
current bond issues of $30,000,000 will be distributed as follows: 

$100,000 to each school district ($12,700,000) and the balance on a 
unitorm per pupil amount based on the latest enrollment figures. 
Apprc^iciately halt of the authorized amount is earmarked for State 
colleges. 



• 
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ALASKA 

PUBLIC SCHOOL FINANCE PROGRAM, 1978-79 



Wlllia© D, Thomson » Deputy Ccaniaaloner, served as the SUte authority for the preparation 
and review of this program report. 



Selected School 



3TATE SUPPORT 

1. Approximately j6 percent of the State-local revenues for elementary 
arid secondary public schools were provided by the State. 

2, State revenues for public schools are derived from general funds 
except for a minor cigarette tax. 

J. The basic aid program provides an estimated 98,5 percent of 
Stdtewx<le average basic need. 



Facts 

LOCAL SUPPORT 

!• The State contains 51 fiscally dependent school districts. 
The 30 districts in cities and borouj^s are dependent 
upon local governments and the 21 Regional Education 
Attendance Areas are dependent upon the State legislature. 

2. Estimated sources of local school taxes are property 
taxes 95X, sales taxes raw fish tax refunds 2*. 

3. For 1978»79» total local revenues were estimated at 
$53,450,028 of which $3^051 ,54 A comprised the required local 
contribution to basic support programs and the balance, 
$50,329,612, were local leeway revenues. 

4. A tax limit of 30 mills is in effect for all local governments, 
including any levies for school purposes. 
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STATE SUPPORT, 1978-79 



Name of ProgratQi Ugal CiUlieni Amoufil Appropriated 1378*79; Percent of State PuiKb Attocatedi 
Program Description, 



$367,713.600 {100Z> 

BASIC SUPPORT PROGRAM 

PUBLIC SCHOOL FOUNDATION PROGRAM $ 203.S50.AaA ^SS-1Sti 

(Chapter 17^ Art. 1 & Chapter 8, 
Sec. 121» Coopiled ftchool Lavs of 
Alaska) 

For city and borough schooi distrleta* the anoun of State aid per district is 
caicuUteo by nultiplying the basic need the district by the equalised percentage* 
For the Regional Educational Attendance ^.eaSp REAAa, which have no taxing authority, 
the State pays iOOT of basic need. The REAAs are educational service areas vhicllt in-^ 
elude all areas of the State not within the boundaries of an organised city or bor- 
oughs 

Basic Need The basic need of each district is determined 

by imiltiplving the instructional unit allotment of the district by the nunber of 
instructional units in tne district. 

Local Cost Adjustnent ....... Instructional unit allotments range to 155 per- 
cent of the basic allotments according to the geographical region in which the 
district falls. 

Base instructional units The base instructional unit is $29,000.00 

Instructional Units • « . . » ^ • « 



Elaaentar^ Schools in districts with ADM under 1^000 
ADM No. Instructional Units 



Under 20 2 

20-12 3 

11-46 ■ 4 

61-80 6 

HI -999 6 pluji 1 for each 18 pup ils o r fittcti op of I H 

Klt?me ntary ;;c hools in district s with AIM of 1 ^000 or over 
fCrt, Instructional Units 



Under 20 2 

20- U 3 

M-46 4 

47-62 S 

f3-80 6 

fll-99 7 

100-1005 M . 7 plus 1 for each 19 pupils or fraction of 19 

3006 aroi over f Jf 160 plu s 1 for each 21 pupils or fraction o f 21 



ALASKA 



Caletdatien of State and Local Slu^rcs of Program Coat; Extent 
of Seho<d District ParUctpation« 



State S^re t Calculated State matching percentaga 
oultipli^ by the basic guaranteed program. 

Percent of Aid to be provided by the State » 
I - (l-K) VI 
Vs 

K •> Level of Average State Support of basic need* 932 

Vi • Valuation per pupil in ADM in the district (full 
and true value of each district's taxable real 
and personal property per AOM) 

Vs • Average valuation per ADM for the State. 

Local Sliare ! Caloulated district matching percentage 
multiplied by the basic guaranteed program. 

Extent of Participation : 31 districts with 70,799 
AW and 21 REAAs with 11,062 ADM (1977-78) 
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AUSKA 



49 



Name of Program; Legal Citations Amount Appropriated for 1978-79; Pereent of State Funds Allocated; 
Program Description. 



Calculation of State and Local Shares of Program Cost; Bxtrat 
of School District Participation* 



Secondary Schools in districta with ADM under I .000 



ADM 



No, Instructional Units 



Under 33 

33-46 

47-62 

63-80 

81-99 

100-3005 

300^ ^^f^ r»%fer 



3 
4 
5 
6 

7 

7 plus 1 for '?ach 1^ pupils or fraction of 19 
JA ^ -gJ-^s ^ oac 21 pupils or fraction of 21 



Secondary Schools in districts with ADM of 1>00Q or over 



ADM 



No> Instructional Units 



Under 3< 

33-46 

47-62 

6.-80 

ftl-99 

100-5003 

1006 and over 



Vocat lonal Fdticat ion 



3 
4 
5 
6 
7 

7 plus 1 for each 19 pupils or fraction of 19 
160 plus 1 fo r each 21 pupl Is or f ract ion of 7.^ 



ADM 

^mII Equivalent 



Bat, {$13,600»000) 



No. Instructional Units 



Extent of Participation ; 4,141 ADM and 295 instruc- 
tional units in 28 districts and 754 ADM and 88 
instructional units in 20 REAAs. (1977-78) 



26-40 

41 and ovi»r 



Special Education 
ADM 

16-24 
25-)S 

^6 and over 



Bilingujil Education 
Weighted ADM 



1 
2 
3 

3 plus 1 for each 20 pupils or fraction of 
20 pupils In Full-Tim#» Fattivalent ADM 



EBt.($2Q,000»000) 



No. Instructional Units 



I 
2 
\ 
4 

4 plus 1 for each 11 pupils or fraction of 
11 pupils in Full-Ti me Eq^uiva^pnt ADM 



Eat. ($S»200.000) 



No. Instructional Units 



1-12 

13-18 
19-42 

43 and over 



1 

2 
3 

3 plus 1 for each 24 weighted ADM or 
fraction of 24 weighted ADM 



81 



Extent of Part icipat ton : 4t620 ADM and 4$6 instruc- 
tional units in 29 school districts and 804 ADM and 
97 instructional units in 21 REAAs. (1977-78) 
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STATE SUPPORT. 1978-79 



ALASKA 



Nam* (4 Pragramt Legal Citation^ Amount Appropriated for 1978-7{.$ Percent of State Fumte Allocated; 
Program Description. 



Calculation of State and Local Shares of Program Coatt Extent 
of Seha«d District Participation. 



ERIC 



IN HEU or LOCAL SUPPORT 



$7,714.383 (2.09 Z> 



The city and borough school districts provide at least the required local okatch. 
and any additional asaounts desired In excess of basic need frosi local sources* 
vhcih are usually soae fora of tax. Since the REAAs have no taxing authority, the 
state pays thea an sMunt equal to the average per pupil expenditure in the city 
and borough districts vhich comes from local sources. 



PUPIL TARGETED INSTRUCTIONAL PROGRAMS 



Special Education 
Vocational Education 
Bilingual Edu at ion 

PUPIL SUPPORT SERVICES 

TRANSPORTATION FUND 

(Sec. 14*10.070, Alaska Statutes) 



See Basic Support Program 



$17.210.600 (4.68%) 



The State contracts for pupil transportation services either directly or with a 
school diatrict which osay subcontract or own and operate its own vehicle(9). 



DISTRI CT CHARACTERISTICS 

Sparsity factor 
CURRENT AID PROCRA^<S. N>E.C. 



See Basic Support Program 



TUITION rUND 

(Sec. 14.07.30(10), Alaska Statutes) 



$J>944,400 (1.07%) 



Asiount of local cost of education per pupil in the receiving district for non-resident 
student N in attendance who are from other areas where needed school facilities are not 
prov ided • 



CORRESPONDENCE STUDY COURSES FUND 
(Sec. 14.10.150. Alaska Statutes) 



$4.062.400 (l.tO^T) 



Cours(*s are provided for all eligible children who meet requirements. 
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Only the 21 REAAe participate in this progran. 



State Share ; 100 percent of contract amount. 

Local Share : Any coats for services not covered by 
the contract for State pupil transportation. 



State Share ; 100 percent of calci*Iated amount < 
Local Share : None 

Extent of Participatlun : 23 districts 



State Share ; State pays full costs. 
Local Share : None 

Exteut of Particlpatio: 1 284 students 
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Name of Program; Legal Cttationi Amount Appropriated for 1978-79; Percent of State Funds Alloeated; 
Program Description* 



Caleulatim of State and Local Shares of Program Coati Extent 
of School District Participation. 



CAPITAL SUPPORT PROCRAKS 

STATE AID FOR SCHOOL DEBT RETIREMEKT 
(Chap. 93, SU 1971) 



$22 .273 , 300 (6.06%) 



The State allocates to districts the folloirlng: 

1. An amount equal to ^yoenta made for the retirement of principal and interest on 
school construction bonds or notes for construction begun before July 1, 1977; and 

2. 801 of paynents made for the retir^nt of principal and interest and cash 
paysents, to pay for the costs of school construction begun after July 1, 1977. 



SPECIFIC SCHOOL CONSTRUCTION 

School construction aid for specified projects 
CIGARETTE TAa 

(Title 43. Chap. 50, Art. 1) 



$106.955.000 (29.09%) 
$ 2.003,000 (0.5A%) 



The tarn is distributed to eligible school districts on the basis of ADM and 
professional staff. Proceeds are used for school facilities* 



State 


Share: 


Calculated amount 


Local 


Share: 


Balance of costs. 


Extent of Participation: 31 districts 


State 


Share; 


Specified amount 


Local 


Share: 


None 


btate 


Share: 


Calculated amount 


Local 


Shar«»" 


None 



Extent of Participation ! All city and borough school districts. 
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ARIZONA 

PUBLIC SCHOOL FINANCE PROGRAM, 197e-'79 



George Rtitledge, AdmlnlfiCratlve Assistant, erved an the State authority for preparation 
and review of this program report. 



Selected School Finance Pa cts 
STATE AUPPORI LOCAL SUPPORT 



Approxiniattfly 4 J percent of the State-local revenues (or 
e».fnientary and secondary public schools were provided by 
the State. 

State funds for schools ^re derived from annual ,^pro- 
prlatlons* ext ept fur income from the Permanent School 
Find which amounted to $10,642,402 in 1978-79, 



The b^aii: aid program was In Its fifth and final year 
'»t ,1 phuse-ln ImpleTOntation period. A special session 
of the Legislaturi- is scht-duled for the fall of 1979 to 
review the State school finance program. 

A new law requires that loi al assossroents be raised by 

perrtnt over the prior year and by 10 percent over the 
set on»J prior year In 1979- SO. 



1. The State has 223 fiscally independent and 7 fiscally 
dependent school districts. 



2. Property taxes are the sole source of district revenues. 
Soae counties apportion ainor amounts to school 
districts on their own initiative* 

3. Local school districts raised approxioacely $S86 
million for 1978-79. The local contribution to the 
equalization program would have amounted to $129 million, 
if all districts had levied the maximum qualifying tax 
rate of $1.30 per $100 of assessed valuation. However, 
some districts did not levy the maximum qualifying tax 
rate, so that the actual local contribution to the basic 
support program was less than $129 talllion. Other 
districts levied considerably more Chan the maximum 
equalised tax rate and that accounts for the substantial 
amount of leeway dollars. 

4. The annual growth in district budgets is limited to 7 
percent of the iverage statewide budget without voter 
approval. However* dlM rict voters may vote to override 
this limit. 

3. District debt limit is equal to 20 percent of assessitd 
values for unified districts and 10 percent for all 
other districts. 
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Name of Program? Leyal Citation; Amount Appropriatad for 1378-79$ Percent of State Funds Allooatedt 
Program Description. 



TOTAL 

BASIC SiypPORT PMXIRAMS 

BASIC STATE AID 
ARS 13-1212 



$442,386.800 U00>00») 



$386.161.800 ( 87.29X) 



State School Fund apportioned to the several counties on the basis of ADM In 
cotomoo and high schools based on the first eight months of the school year. 



ENDOWMENT EARNINGS AND MISCELLANEOUS 

COLLECTIONS 

ARS 15-1212 



$11>0QQ.000 Est . ( 2.49g) 



Beco9eu a part of the State School Fund apportioned on a rate-per-pupil basis. 
Is in addition to appropriation. All monies derived frou the permanent fund 
and ri'ceipts from other sources. 



NATIONAL FOREST 

AKS 4U736 Enabling Act. Vol. U Sec. 24 



$ 217.000 Est> ( 0.Q5X) 



The annual proportion of the gross proceeds of all the national forest within 
forests within the state as the area of lands granted to the State for school 
purposes distributed to the school districts on a per pupil rate. 



PUPIL TARGETED INSTRUCTIONAL PROGRAMS 

SPECIAL EDUCAtlON PHOCRAM 
ARS 15-lOll-lS 



$ 25.200.000 



( 5.7QX) 



An excess cost formula is used to determine local entitlement. State aid for 
Spc'cial Education shall not total more than the amount appropriated by the 
legislature (or that fiscal year. For excess cost purposes^ stu' 't may not 
be classified in more fhan one category of Special Education. 



Caleulation of Stale and Local Sliares of Program Coat) Extent 
of School Distriet Partieipation. 



state share s Legislature appropriates an amount of 
$27,167^43 per classroom ($1»044»90 per student) in 
c^aoson schools and $34,167*23 per claaaroom 
($1,423.63 per student) in high aehoola. 

A classrom i^quala 26 students AIM in coonon schools 
and 24 students ADM in higjii schools* 

Local share : A district qualifying levy of $1.30 
per ^iOO.OO aaseaaed valuation property is required 
to receive Basic Stare Aid. 



f participation : 14 counties consisting of 
icipating districts. 



Extent o f 
232 participating 



State share ; 100 percent of calculated amount. 
Local share ; None . 

Extent of participation ; 232 participating districts « 



State share : lOOZ of the payments deposited with 
state. 

Local share : None 

Ejitent Qi partigip/itioni 232 districts participating. 



State share ; Determined by the appropriation formula. 

Local share : Qualifying tax (as per forumula) and 
local determined effort. 

Extent of participation : 153 districts 
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STATE SUPPORT, 1»78>79 



Nwne of Program; Ugtl Citation} Amount Apfiroprtated fof 1978-79; Percent of State Fumk AUeeated; 
Program Deaeription. 



IHSTITCTIONAL VOUCUEilS S3. 116 .600 ( ^ .70X) 
ABS lS-1701 '■^ * 

S{wci«l Education Inatitutional' Voucber Program ia provided for studenct raaiding 
in or attending special education prograsa in four atate'-opersted inatitutiona. 



/ 



VOCATIONAL EDUCATION $3.704.000 Q.^AX) 



CAREER EDUCATION ' $3.42t>,300 ( 0 .7SS> 
ARS 15-1199 

Career Education eoobinaa the academic world with the world of work. It is 
available at all levels of education. The program includes awareness of the 
world of work, broad orientation of occupations, in depth exploration of 
selected clutters, and career preparation for studenta. 

BILINGUAL $1,050,000 { q.M) 
ARS 15-1097-V9 

Each school district providinK a special proKrain of instruction under the provi- 
sions of this article receives $50 per unit of ADM prr annum per program for each 
student qualified and taught by the district. 

NIGHT SCHOOL $ 5,000 (inalt. ) 
ARS I5-1212-C-3 

An amount of $10.00 p&r pupil for each course completed satisfactorily* 

PERMANENT VOUCHERS $1,000, 000 ( 0 a 23X) 
ARS I5-IO4O — ^ 

Children placed by Department of Economic Security, Juvenile Courts* or Depart- 
ment of Corrections In private treatment facilities are evaluated to be eligible 
for vouchers. 
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ARIZOIA 



Caletdfttim of Slate tiid Loeal Shares of Program Coati Extent 
of Sehocd Disliiet Partiefpation. 



State share : lOOX 
Local share : None 

Eaitent of participation s 10 districts 




State share : 100 percent of calculated amount* 

Local share ; $43,]98»626a 

Extent of participation s Elementary and Kigh 
school districts* 

S tate share s 65Za 
Local share ; 35Xa 

Extent of participation ; U count 7 < cocisi siting of 
232 districts. 

State share : 100 percent of apportioned asiount. 
Local share s None • 

E xtent of participacion s 49 districts* 

State share : 100 percent of apportioned amount. 

Local share ; None . 

Extent of participation : 1 district 

S^jte^hare : 1 00% 
I^caJL^^Sharej None 

Kxicnt of Participation ? No district participates. 
Approximately 20 private schools. 



Si 



NMMitf gygryat UgiA Citaticmt Amount A»roprfat^ f» 1978^7^ Percent ct State Fm^ Allocate^ 
IPftmf&tB 'OeiefiptiCHi* 



Cetetflatkgi of jtote rod tort! 8h«f> rf ft^gyw* Oqit> Srtert 



CB&TIFIOOE EmrttTinU^t GCttVBSlElKfi 
ABS 15-304 



$ 645^000 ( o.m> 



A piHpil pneltided bf iflatimce or liKtk of otfefMto ttmo^oreatioii fMiliClet turn 
acce^iiig a cmom or bighi adbool in tlui district or omnity of hia reaid^Ko or 
nbo reaidea in ^it»rgmiiaed territory ni^ a^lj to tbB eooftty aebool atqperlntefi- 
detit for m certifieata of aductatioMl coisveaioaea# Otbar eligible atodenta are 
tlioae lioi»aed in a atate ndt^itieatioii or corrective ioatitttfiioiii, time Imtaed 
in a foator baaia or child care i^ency or inatittitim fAicb ia liraoaed and anper- 
viaed by tbe State Departsiaiit of Bcooooic Security and tiiMe under ttte aupervi- 
aioa of the fepartmeiit of Correctiona in a reaidence i^rauaot to the tnteratate 
Ccnf^t on Jmpenitea« 



PDPIL SgPFWIT SERVICES 

STATE TnaismTAn(» aid 

ASS 15*162} 



( i.»n) 



State traniportation aid apportioned to the achool diatricts**on a baaia of daily 
route milea traveled regularly to traaaport eligible atudenta* (Blem* 1 nile 
radiua f roa achool of attendance and aecondary 1 k milea radiua from school of 
attendance.) These milea are proved by Siqi^erintei^nt of Public Instructions* 



DISTRICT CHASACTBftlSTICS 

ASSISTANCE OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS BY THE STAU 
ARS 15^12U 



$ 339aOO ( 0»08E) 



To assist public school districts in educating children idioae parents or legal 
guardians ate employed by and domiciled at the following atate institutiona and 
atations: the aUte hoapital^ Arisona State School for the Deaf and Blind* 
mental retardation centers^ porta of entry inapection atatiofia and institutiona 
and facilities uuiintained by the State Department of Correcitons* 



FACatTIES BMBRCaatCY AID 
ARS 15*1661*1605 



$ ^ 



( >00E) 



Each achool district hi the state is ranked on the baaia of the follouing cri- 
terias growth rate» utilisation of available bonding capacity* aaaessed valua- 
tiM per ADHf tax rate for csqpital outlay* ccopoaite ranking* Districts idio 
iiualify for aid are paid from the followii^ formulas Upper 2E» $100»00 per 
ADH; aubae^ient Ztp $75*00| aiAse^uent SX* $50*00{ subsequent 3X* $25*00* 
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State rtiare r The am^t of tuitim paid fey the State 
for eafih certificate iasmad ia co^qnted ea follows I 
the per CBpitm cmt of the s^ool district attended^ 
as determined for the currrat school year, plus an 
additional sum for e^ite outtayt not to esceed $100 
teas the, per capita apportionm^t of state aid for 
each certificate issued* 

Local shares Rone* 



S^ate ^lare i IM percent of apportioned amsunt* 
Local share I Hone* 

Extent of participation t 211 participating districts « 



State share s Full per pupil cost in ASM of the dis« 
trict less the amount of State Basic Aid per pupil 
for ei»h child claimed* 

Local shares !tone* 

Extent of participations 10 school districts* 



State share s 100 percent of apportioned amount* 
Local share s None* 

EKtent of participation s »o districts in 1978-79 
hecause no impropriation was made* 
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Barl VilUd, Aamcta€« Director for FlAdsied^ oermd as tho Stcte authority for the 
proration mi r^iriw of this progran report. 



Selected Sdbool Fiqancr Facta 



I. 



2. 



STATE sm¥(m 



^prmimatel^r 61 percent of the State«*level reyeimea 
for eleffientary and aeeondary public schools are 
provided hy the State. 

State fuada for public schools are derived ij^m 
bieoAial appropriatiousp currently covering the 
1977-79 period. 

The State contributed $31,824,661 to the Teacher 
Retirenent fund, an amount vhich does not appear In 
State school aid paynents. 

The State did not guarantee a uniform dollar aoount 
aoong the districts. Each district wis guaranteed 
the aaount of aid it received in 1975-'76 vidi som 
nodification for changes in ADA. In addition to this 
hoJd harmless amount, some equaliaation aid «as 
provided. The State's guarantee to districts varied 
bettfeen $726 and $1,095 per pupil in 1978-79. 

The State reports that aa the equalisation portion 
of aid has increased the es^enditure disparity range 
has narrowed. The per pupil expenditure range 
befireen the 5th and 95th percentile in 197S«*76 
lias $606-$1,064; in 1978-79 the range vas $757-$l,147. 



1. 



2. 



4. 



LOCM SCFPORl 

There are 382 fiscally independez^t setool districts in 
the State^ ' 

Property tams account for 98 peremit of local school 
revenues. Severance taxes and contributions in lieu 
of taxes provide the remainder* 

For 1978-79, total local revenues vere estimated at 
$182,779,740. Of this ammnt an estimated $166,472,587 
were the local ^ntr'bution to the basic siqiport 
program* 

An annual vote on the school budget and district levy 
is required. 

The district debt limit is set at IS percent of aasessed 
valuation thou^ this limit may rise to 18 percent when 
approved by the State Board of Education. 
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STATE SUPPOftTf lS7»-?9 



57 



rtame of Phsgrams Legnl Citatiom Amotml ARMTOfMiated foi' 1978-79| Peremt of State FuiKb AllMatetfi 
ProfTiim Oeseriptioiu \ 


Cdeidatbrnirf State and Lwal amrei of Program Coiti Extent 
^ SelMxA 0i9triet Partt^atiom 


• 

pytAL $289,019,187 (too;> 

»A:fIC SUt»mT PKOCRAMS * . 
«lNtHl?K Fi>liNt)At!UM PHPGHAK AID. Act 384 Of 1977 $220,296,487 (76*22S} 


Seate aod Local shares: In 1977^78. the local eharjie 



ui«iribution foriauU deaiHOiHl to bring about a reasoa^le degree of equallaatim 
%)Vt.*r J period of tout to seven years. State aid received in the 197S«*76 year is 
C0a4idered a bAse* and is adjusted each year in accordance vith the ratio betweoo 
ADA thr |>rtfyious y^^r snd ADA in the t976'*77 year* Hie local charge is on an ADA 
b4»i!4 l4kinK into considerstlon the ad justed 'base aid end local inco&e derived from a 
4> nniil charge si^sinst m 201 assessflsent of varket value for property as aaseased the^ 

^erttrid pfi'Vioutf 
Co Hiivt^ar ahoi#in< 

Ml •'«|iMln:inK funds. Ceiling of $1095 in 1977-78 i#lll be raised by 75X of the State 
iy*'r4^t' ini:ri'dst- in chart^ed funds thereafter. All state aid available over the 
N;'> 76 adfUHtifd basr te diiit rlbuted as equatixina aid on a ratio of 2-1/2 to 1 
cfum l*3w«t district to thi* ceiling astount^. ^ 



•i^ainst a 201 assessasent of varket value for property as assessed the^^|^< 
year. A listing of school districts is prepared in order fro& hi^ti^P 
%A charh^ed incotae per AM^ and with a ceiling avcHtot for participatim^ < 



^ . , Af>A previous year „ . , . 

aid » adX l?7^~^'^^* 1975-76 State aid 

tot l'>/H*/'# fht^ talniisun amount guaranteed as bsFA aid eipials $760; the ouucimtsm 

K4\i<tUi:^t ion ^id all toundation aid above the base aid# 

itt all tm*r«*a«vJ 4i4 tstuHt be spent for teacher salaries with 80S of that amount 
»»in*M tti pttiiitt«>n« c*«c.iblished durinj^ the previous year* 



snail S<.hkU»J Aaia.st;aent 



{Est« $5«722»381) 



NChooH vtts :o«* ztx^n iSO studenta in ADA are alloyed weighting in the folloidng 
u.niHmti btir rior r> cau^i* the district to exceed 350 AfiA as a result of i^ighting 
f irfi^f*. Firnt ISo ^tud^nts weighted KA* next 100 students 1*2, and the next one 
hu;iilrt*d wt*i,;'vC.^J 1. 1. IhU cause9 a dis rict with an ADA of 268 to be neighted up 
tw» 3>u whiU ^ith Muld also be lighted as 3S0« 



;r\rE appdrtionmest 



$1.400.000 (0*48?) 



A flat ,»rant S J . per enumerated child* 6-17 years of age inclusive. 

' \n'%ri UH^HH. SLPF.KVts^^? saUSY aid $778^410 (0*26X) 

4v«>r.v.e teacher salary ef the s^tate for the second previous year is paid to each 
CK^nnty toward* t^i cost* of county supervisor's office* 



^\:* FOR HAMMCAPFEr 
Act feKi. \^?? 



$U.0OO.OO0 (4*84») 



^t .^iiZM dcsiicnt^d to excess costs of programs* Approximately 902 of the amount 
is allocated to districca for approved special education classroom or resource rocHo 
unit*, e^eaiainder used as reia^ursement to districts for expenses incurred in 
identification procedures* 
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$I75»676»366 for a total charge of $331»05S»862* 
Equalisation allocations equaled $25,054 1601* 

For the 1978-79 year, the local charge, is $166,472 p$87» 
the adjusted base aid is $174,927,953, and the total 
^charge is $341,4^,540. The aammt for equalisatim 
ia $44,968,534. In each succeeding year, the local 
charge id.ll increase in accordance with assessment 
practices, the adjusted base aid vill remain 
approximately the same, and equalisation aid vill 
increase in the amount of additional state aid approp** 
riated « 



Extent of farticipatio nt 
received base aid* 



equalising aid* (1977-1978) 



385 school districts 
366 school district received 



State share s State pays entire amount* 



counties allowed to use a portion of the State 
Apportionment to defray costs of supervisor's officSi 
Remainder mdt^l^p by the counties* 



Each district is required to show expenditures at least 
as much on identified handicapped child as is spent on 
other children* State then pays excess costs up to the 
amount p{ state aid available* 
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£<V»m SSSJSSo?^ -«t«ttom Ainount AppMprteted for 19T8-Mt Pwwit of State hmte AUoeatedf 



WCATXtHUL. TECffitXCAL AHO ABBIT EOtrCATIQIi 
Ace 687 of 1977 



At least SOX of, cost of progrona «t loeal Isvel paid ebrougb this fund. 

$15.517.600 (5.36g) 



fttBOERCAamt AID 
Act 68? of 1977 



Aid allocated to districts on approved uaits. 1973-79 unit aid is $11,870. 

$1.072.152 (0.371) 



AI»n^T miCATUM 
Act %9J of 1977 



loot raigdwrseaeot to local school districts for cost of adult education elassgs. 
PCPR SUPPORT SERVICES " ) 

I 

$20.200.000 (e.iag) 



TBANSPORTATIOn AID 
Act 68?. 1977 



Aid allocated on eoohined basis of density figure for students transported and nu^r 
and site of units used in prograa. Densitjr allocation ranges froa $20 to $90 iier\ 
av&ragft nunber transported. ' ♦ v »w per x 



CtnOANCS AND CtMrBSBLIMC AI^ 
Act 687, 1977 



$613.666 (0,21%) 



t"*?*,?^*'**'*^ °" * «««»«e"»8 ^»9iB for district. AsK>unt per unit in 1977-78 

*»9 ^1 1^ J30o 



ERIC 



STATE TEXTBOOK PROGRAM iti /. oovt 

Act 687 of 1977 ^5,461^173 (1.88X) 

Free textbooks are made available t.i aU public school students. A certain aoount of 
the appropriation xa available for other instructional aaterlals. 

AUDIO VISUAL AIDS PROGRAM ,o- /« n»»» 

Act 697 of 1977 ' ?222,1Q6 (0.07X) 

Funding Includes coat of film purchasing and replacement plus postage t>ne way. 

' SCHOOL FOOD SBflVICE HATCHINC AID SOOO 000 (Q ail> 

Act 687 of 1977 ^900^000 (0.31X? 

Funds used to a^ei requl/ed matching by the state In order to qualify for full School 
Pood Service funding b/the OSDA. ' s>««ooi 
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Catettlfttkm ot State rniA I«ocal Sliarai (tf Prottram Cottt BxtMt 
ofSeteolDiitrietMtellMtioiu 



Fifty fetc0nt of CMt paid by local diatricta frm 
other Stata and local rasourcea. 



Di aerie ts pay any excess costs over and above the aid 
alloModo 



Local districts furnish facilities only. 



Participatina districts pay reiaaioder of costs over and 
above state aid aamtntSo 



Program is designed to pay approximate cost of the 
tenth month f work for counselors in the school 
districts* £ach district pays the regular year's 
salary out of its coablnatioii of state and local 
resources* 



No local contribution required* 



Ho local contribution requited. 



State pays full amount. 
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STATE SUPPORT* 1978-T9 



Name o f Progri mt Legal Citatimi Amount Appropriated t«t )Sif9rlM«tonu»i Stat* Pub* Alloettedi 
pFogmB Duoi'iptiott* i. « / 



Cftteitetton of State and LomI Stent of Proptm Coftt BiMit 



tcEmviMG LOAS FUNU (M^? 384 of 1953 » 
Ace 38 of Act 4m of 1967) 



913paft6,9l2 



Loan fimdb are evailaMe to teliool ai$trictd for school coMtruction and purchases of 
capital cquipwdt from three scnircesi " 

l» A permneot revolving school fund of about $l»850tOQO makes 'apprwiMMly ,$350,000 
available for loans each year generally for periods of si« years* Vod^r special 
circumstances loans to school districts for periods up to tventy years may be made 
from this fund* 

2« The State Board of Education can horrov up to $2,(XK)»(H)0 from the State Treasury 
to finance loans to school districts. 

3* The State 'Board of fiducatioi* can issue up to $10,000^000 in State bonds to finance 
six^year loans toMmhool districts* 



State share s KM percent of loan amount r^^^uested 
in the loon application. Districts cannot ^ more 
than $100fOOO~$SO,(KKI for constroctioi* etc., and 
$50,000 for buses* 

« 

Local share s District must levy taxes sufficient 
to repay the loans and pay interest at a percent. 

A district saiat submit end have approved a properly 
executed application to State Board of Education; 
advertise intention of borroving in local papers; 
and levy necessary debt service ^millage for loons 
longer than 6 years. ?or loans up to six years, no 
extra levy is required. District indebtodness 
including rec^sted loan is not to exceM IS percent^ 
of the assessed valuation. Beuever, indebtedness to' 
as high as 19 percent may be obtained by^ special 
approval under certain emergency conditions. 



totent of Participation : Permanent School Revolving 
Loan Pund: 

number of Loans i 141 
Outstanding Amounts $1,857,098 
Rev^^lving Certificate Proceeds Accounts 
Number of Loans s 525 
Outstanding Amount: $7,485,364 
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CAUFOSHIA 
PUBLIC SCHOOL FINAICB PROGRAM, 1978-79 



Jacque T. Rosa, Associate Supwintendant, served as tljo state 
authority fpp the preparation and review of thjls profiram -^port* 



Selected School Finance Pacta 



9. 



3. 



5. 



6. 



STATS SUPPOBT 



X. Approxioately 68 percent of the State-local revenues for elementarv 
and secondary puWir schools are provided by the State. '^'^ 



1. 



State aid is Provided annually by appropriatfona. Seoe minor revenues 
amounting to $9,097,000 In 1978-79 were derived from oil, mtoerSl 
and other Federal land sources and from so«e InterSt Inic^ 

^1 eatunated $249,000,000 will be paid to school districts for State 
property tax relief prograisa. These proeratss are! 
1> Subventions for Honeowners Bcemptions and Business Inventory 
atomptions for wine, brandy and motion picture inventory. 

Tho State's equaliaation -program does not guarantee a uniform 
amount per pupil in all diafcrlcts throughout the State. The 
foundation dollar guarantee equals an estimated 73 percent of 
statewide average. expenditures per ada. • 

For 1978-79, under SB 154 districts were guaranteed a statewide 
average of 90 percent of pre-Propositlon 13 expenditures, with 
tho actual Fongd varying from 91% to 8% of expenditure. The 
^f^^^'Lf'^^"^*^ " rendered inoperative the provisions 
or Afl 65 which were designed to comply with the equalisation 
mandates of the Serrano v. Priest decision. The current law, 
J.B 15A(, enables districts to receive a percentage of aid that 
, available under AB65 and Is effective only for 

^ Vl^r ^" 1978-79, average State aid per ada 

amounted to $1,300 as coa^jarod to $572 In 1975-76. 

Tho State reports substantial strides in achieving equalization 
under both AB 65 and SB 15«. In 1975-76 the averlgTrevenue 
ii rlo *1»2«5 for high school and 

$1,069 for- unified districts. There was a 148 percent variance 
between base revenue limits of elementary districts enrolling 
the 5th aH3-95th percantllo of ADA; 53.9 percent variance for 
high schools; and a 32 percent variance for unified districts, 
in 1978-79 the avora^ie levola guaranteed in SB 154 are $1,394 
for eltwntary, $l,6<i7 for high school and $1,471 for unified 
district^. The variance between the 5th and 95th percentiles 
has been reduced to 69 percent, 36,8 percent and P8.9 percent 
respectively. *^ 



2. 



3. 



LOCAL SOPPORT 



There are i,043 school districts la California, For FY 1979. 
no separate school taxes were collectwJ becai»e of the 

ff*****??!"'*' ^ implemented the intent 
Of PrepoaltloB 13 by specifying that each county levy $4.00 
per $100 of assessed valuation and tha^ the revenue be 
apportioned to local govemmenta and special districts on the 
basis of previous propertloas of total county tax revenues. 
SOBO 58 county offices of education will also participate 
In these local tax revsnuea. 

Ifjr^I?! property tax revesmes are estimated at 
$2,262 ffllllim, equalling 80 percent of local receipts. The 
r«nalader are rece^ from sale of property, cafeteria fund, 
etc. Reveraiea from all sources in millleaj of dollars were as 
follows: 



Local property tax revenues 
State transfers to districts for 

Hwaeowiers and Business Inventory 

Exoapticm 
State Block Grants 
State Categorlcals 
Other local receipts 
Federal aid 



$2,262* 



249 
4,466 
9A2 

550 
788 



24% 

3X 
48X 
10% 

6% 

1^ 



•Includes $450 million property tax levies in excess of the 
I percent limit to meet debt obligatlcms. 

For general obligation bwds, the statutory debt limit is 
5 percent of assessed valuations for elementary and high school 
districts and 10 percent for unified districts. The debt 
limit for revenue bonds (lease-purchases agreements) Is 7.5 
percent for elementary and high school districts and 12 percent 
for unified districts. 
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In l?fS*76 the fmUaa gwc^ purpose tax rate $4.08 for tmified 
didtrictd. tn 1973«^T9ft the ^tlaatad stateirlde average stoune for 
♦nch^ols the ♦4^00 tax rate limit is $2.20 (atxHit 55 percent). 

tn 1975^76 cto fooiK^ticm proigraBa $SR}9 eleztiaatdryf $1»094 bi^ 
acftoel ^ $9^ tmified. a^iewp tl» loweet revenue llMtii were 
$615> $l»d5X saA $^ respectively^ leaving acme districts (about 5^ 
percmt of AIM} heJtoii the f<m&datlm program. In 1978*79 the 
foundatiwi progreaa under AB 65 wwild have teen $1,241^ $1,427 and 
$1,^^ Less than ?0 percent of the ADA will receive this level • 
under SB 154» and only .2 percet*t nill receive less than 91 percent 
of this level. Itie average total state aid per ADA for ci«T«it 
operation xn 1975-76 was $572^ In 1978-79 it ms about $1^300* 

In additic^ to State eontriinit .<42S for es$»loyee benefits repcn^ted in 
the program de^ipti«i» the State ai^;»ro{u?iated $144.3 milli<») directly 
into the State Teach^ Betiremnt ^tem. 

New proi^wjs funded by the State since 1975-76 are: 

a) AB 3059 (Qi. 344/76} Alternative CbUd Care Program 

b) *AS 1329 (Ch. 978/76) Bilingual BdiK^aticm Act of 1976 

c) SB 1641 (Ch« 323/76) Major S^tool Finance Act 

d) SB 986 {Ch. 1254/77) t\inded 2 Career Chtidance Centers 
e. SB 820 (Ch. 175/77) inspection of School Buses 

f } SF 90 (Cb. 1135/77) Financiti« of Mandated Prograss 
g) AB 65 {Ch. 894/77) Major Funding Progr^ - inoperable 

because of Fr<^03it*ion 13; also contains provisions 

on: 

. G3q>anded Early Childhood Education Program 
. Urban Is^^t Aid 

« Staff Oevel^ment Res<mrce Cmters 
• Economic Ila^;>act Aid' 

The basic school finance case remains Serrano v. Prigjgt . Serrano II 
^ reaffirmed by California Supreme Court in December 19771 
Intei*district per pupil expenditure variations were to be reduced to 
less than $100 by 1980 as required by the decisicwi. It is unclear 
irtiat effect Proposition 13 will have on the continuance of tho 
Serrano litlgatloo. 

Major changes in assessments resulted t rem the adoption of Proposition 13. 
Local govemacQt taxes on real property are limited to one percent of the 
1975«*76 county assessor's valuations. 

The annual increase in valuati(ms is limited to two percent. However if a 
property has been constructed or sold^ its full cash value is the 
appraised value at the time of construe tim or sale. Existing debt service 
obligations are excluded froo Uie one percent property tax limit until the 
debts are liquidated. 
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• STATE «jrP0BT,lWS-W 

• ■ ' , ■ t : . • . ■ 

SSSSkij^ AppfO|rtat«l for P«re«ttt of State Mi AItoe«t«d| 



$5.657.04D.17O flOM> 

BASIC SP?FOOT PMC aAgB 

♦ 

"noes oumrs** 

tlie rrioeipla of the Se«t« Block Grant previdw dUtrictt with additidDAi Stato 
w ? fowadatioB progrn «lloiianee« srevioualy Mid aa batie and 

. J . • tlidlng aeala ia Uwn ap^lUd reducing thia aaomit fren 9 to 
U til 3Sf.™I*2?ir*?i[5^*^^ *^ '^^"^^ Of tS diatrSTsSS !tJ 

ot tS! JiJl!^!?!?-?*^" '^'^f proparty ta« ravemiaa plua ona-tbird 

Footidation Prograa aaounta are uaed in coaputing 1978-79 revenue liaita for aaall 
elenentary and high acbools aa follomt ' "r aaall 

1. Blemntary ^ 
a. Neceaaary aaall Schools 



Number of Teacher^ jju^ 1978-79 

I 0-25 $ 30.775 

* 26-50 61,550 

* 51-75 , 92.325 

* 76-100 123,100 

b. Onneceaaary Saall Scboola 

In diatrieta ttnder 901, per a.d.a. $1 231 

In diatrieta over 900, per a.d.a. i*241 

c. Other Bleqeatary 

Diatrieta with 101-900, per a.d.a. $1,231 

Diatrieta over 900, per a.d.a. 1,241 



2. High Schools 

«• Neceaaary Small Hi)|h Sehoole 
Certificated 

1-20 I 24,950 

1-20 49,900 
1-20 • 125,700 

21-40 150,650 

41-60 - 175*600 



1 
2 
3 
4 
S 



oTSeHMlDterietFiMtie^tttion. 



St*rifl?fc? g^milT 4,343,213 
SunAer of Diatrieta i 1,043 
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STAtB SOnOKt^ 1978-79 



llMi« of ProgfMit Legil CitaUoo; Amount ApprofirUted 1978-79t P^^eeat ctf State Pimda AttOMtddi 



Calaiotin of Statft nd iMal Sttia of 
of Setiool Distriet Partidpotiom 



a. HecM»ar;y 8^11 Hi^ Schools (Cc^tioued) 



Bwloy^s 

0 

7 

8 

9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
U 
15 



ADA 

61-75 
76-90 
91-105 
1M*-120 
121-135 
156-150 
151-180 
181«>220 
221-260 
261-500 



b. Pmtecesaanr Soall High Schools 

lo districts of less than 301 
Xo disrriets ever 300 

c* Other High Schools 

Districts of 301 or more ASA 

cfmrx SCHOOL service fiind 

(SB 154 » Chapter 292/78 and Education Code 
$e<;^tiotis 1500» 1/00-1836, 1240Q, U0S4 . 
and 41301) 



$200,550 
225,500. 
250,450 
275,400 
300,350 
325,300 
350,250 
37Sv200 
4(N),150 ' 
425,100 



$1,417 
1,427 



1,427 



$108,407,500 (1.92%) 



The State Block Grant for the County School Service Fund is in lieu of the State 
Foundation Program apportionment and partially replaces property tax revenues lost 
due to the passage of Proposition 13* 

These funds provide alloifances'.for appropriate services to small districts tor 
supervision of instruction, health, pupil personnel, currlculunp special education, 
etc« Large districts nay cmtract vith the county office for these servieet.. In 
general, the county office hlock grant appropriations are computed as follous: 
projected 1978-79 revenue limits or foundation program levels as appropriate for the 
various ^irogrms offered plus most permissive overrides. This amount is then reduced 
hy to percent/ State aid is the difference between this amount aitd property tax * 
levies, any income from districts for services provided and one-third of the 
unrestricted reserves in excess of five percent of 1977-78 revenue or $50,000, 
whichever is greater. ^ 

Hotel ADA allowances to districts and county offices for Regional Occupational 
Centers and Programs (ROC/P*s) are allocated throu^ the regular apportionmeift 
process (Education Code Sections 8020-8035). The specific dollar apprdpriation for 
this program, therefore, cannot be* determined* The centers are intended to provide 
a variety of vocational, technical, and occupational preparation opportunities for 
high school students, out-of-school youth and adults, particularly students in areas 
where such alternative training programs may not otherwise be available. 



lOS 



students Served : 29,500 

number of Districts : 58 county offices 



Students Served : 183,000 in 64 R0C/P*s (41 are county 
operated) 



Number of Districts : 342 districts, including 7 
community colleges ( 1977-78) 
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STATE SOPPOirr» m8-79 



2™.**^ ?!??!?"!f CItattenj Amount Appropriated for 1978-79» Pereeat of State Fuaib AUoeatedt 
rrogram Desmpiion. ' 



F8FIL TAIK»tSP IKSTfRWrnCMAL PHOGIWB 

eracATim OF EnsFmsAL cuxiiken $243,801 000 a, ns^ 

<SB 154. axm^t a» mo^ a>.pcet mnn ^243,801,000 (4.3«> 

end Education Code Sectiona 41880-41891) 

* 

Allcvancea for specidl education are determined by conputing special claaarom 
allovances for the ^articular category. 

l^. ClAaarooa Alio;// nee — 197S«79 

Bleaentary High School 

(Gradea K-8) (Grades 9-12) 
Claaa Claaa 

^^^fp^Y Allotfancea Allowaijcea 

Pbyjiically H«*,dicgpp ed 

Claas ai^ oasimti of 3 . • $18^201 ~ 

ClasX»i«e taamiwn of 5 17»415 * $16»660 

. Ctvisa sice nOTiDiua of 6 «#•••• 16^986 ^ 

Claaa aiae nmiflium of 8 16#176 15 Q08 

Claaa site maxioma of 10 15 #390 13*930 

Claaa aiae Aaaimm of 12 .•••«• 14.628 12 804 

Class aiae oiaxiau&i of 16 * 13|o40 10*608 

Clasa aiae maxioun of 20 . sUaO 
Class sixe Mxinua of 6 

Cautiatic> 50.336 29.088 

Educable Kentally .Retarded 

(aa defined in. Education Code Section 56501) 

Class sixe maxitBum of 15 . $9,600 $7»410 

Class siae maxitmim of 18 8»496 • 5»76'0 

Trainable Hentally Retardird 

(aa defined in Education Code Section 56515) 

Class siae maxiffUm of 12 $12»408 $10»584 

Educationally Handicapped 

Claaa aiae naximum of 12 $13,488 " $11»724 

2. Averatee Daily Attendance Alloyance8^ ^l978-79 

Allowances bas<*d on average daily attendance for other than sMcial day classes 
are as folloiirs: 

Physically Handicapped 

In tegular classes $1 

In reoedlal physical education claaaes 871 

Other remedial instruction ••♦♦.♦..♦........^.^ 2 247 

Individual instruction p ^ ... . 1^461 

^ M ^ pupils (special) l|023 

X X U ^1^^^^^ tpeech inatruction by apeeeh aides I.144 



lioeal Shere t the anount a^ivalcot to any eiqienaea 
axcoeditig State alloimttes (apecial and bli»ek grant) 

Students served t 200,070 

Nua^r of Pistricts t 793 districts, 46 cotmty offices 
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STATE SOPPOBT, I9T»-79 



fSl!£ SSSiSiJ?^ ClUttem Amowit Appraprtated for I978-79» Pereent of State Fundb AUomtedi 



Physically Byrtteapped Bntolled ia Heaioiial 
Oeeupatioml Canta r« or Proaraaa 



Deaf haadicamTT: 

Otrthoptdically himdicapped ^ 5,5 

S4iicable Mentally Retegded 

Bdueable Msntally Retarded in a regular claaa 

taui^t by an inatntctional aide ?l»144 

IWrugattottally Htodtcapged 

Learaiiig diaakility S2 113 

fiom and hospital I 461 

Spatial conaultatim alloMnce • . ♦ ] , * j2 

tnstrtietioa in regular claaa^ by an inatntctional aide 1,144 

Tranaportat ion of Htyatcally Handicaw ed> 
^tistic P tqiila said Trainable Mentally Retarded • $ 437 

» 

Plue three-fotirtha of ^ eaceeaa of eapensea over $437 ^n 
vehicles are used ezcluaively for such purpose but not in excess 

• . . . . 82 



The nu^ar of classes to be consider>»d in craputing special alloirances is 
determined as felloes t AM sccttasilated in siich classes during the regular year 
is divided by the maaimia claas siae allowed ^ The mtn^r of classes to be ^ 
considered is then mltiplied by the class sllowance* If cinqiutations show wor^ 
classes than ijere nsintainedt the actual mm^r of claasea is used. 

?ff??.?^^ ^^ft^^ $101317,180 (l.TOX) 

<AB 1250, Chapter 1247/77; AB 65, Chapter 894/77; ' * 

Education Code Sections 4130i<e>» 5630O-56367» 
5904$, 59144, and 59204) 

the total saount of State funda available for the Master Plan ia 1978-79 is $21.80 
multiplied by 1977--78 total AOA, fHirsuant to Section 3 of AB 65. Fut^ are allocated 
^"^^i 1^ educational services (e.g., resource specialists, special day classes, 

individual assessment, etc*) rather than on the student's particular haadioap. An 
educational plan tailored to each student's Meds nust be developed and progran« 
provided in the leaat restrictive environaent appropriate for the pt^ilso The Master 
Plan is being ^aaed in to eventually serve all atudenta with oxceptiimal needa, 
including those currently served vith regular special education ailovances (uhich will 
eventually be ^ased out). 

Hote} Special education allowancea under both the regular progr. a and Master Plan 
include funds to relsburse districts for the excess costs of educating children with 
exceptional meds In private fteil^tles ufaen no apfiropriate state prograns are 
available, pursuant to Article 5 of AB 1250 (Sedgwick) and Education Code Sections 
$6030«56e42. The local share is currently computed at 30 percent of the exc<^ss ^osts. 
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CALXF08BXA 



cs 



of School District Pifftl^pQitton* 



Shares of Program Coitt &rt«Qt 



Local aiare t tbe «noont e^ivalent to any expense 
exceeding State allovances (block grant and Kaster Plan) 

Studentfl Sarva^t 80,000 

Utaabeyr of Dttttr^yf:pt u reaponsible local agencies, 
covering 249 districts 



11,3 



(B4uc«tkn» Codk» SMCicms S2200«S220at 
Sa U4« OMpnr m/79) 



Th0 iivogYM U ifit#iidc4 to ptmi^ dif terontiated odttcatioMl opportunities for 
gifecd 9€t«f0tta; enaun then «le^ttt opporttmity to develop thftir iolalloot<«l» . 
acad«mie» etft«tim» Icaterthip* md carMt potential; ud ptrvido appropriate learning 
opportimitiea for ebildron in the t^per three percent of tbe etudent pofmlatlm Ita 
^nerat wntal d^itltjr* fittndred dotlMs ia a\t<»mf iar each pnpit partir .idling* 
pliis an edditimal $30 f oif each pupil identified as tUued. Cun^ontty the ii 
prorated heeauae aore than three percent of Statewide AQ4 baa been i^ntif led i.^x 
part icipat ten « Ihie proratim has been ruled illegal by the State Atton^y Seneral, 
ao the total mari^ participating la being reduced accordingly. 



vss9Suonssn csnnas for tssl babdxcapped 

(AS 2l!W Chapter 3$a/78; BdtKratlon Code 
Sectiona Sa8afr-S6832) 



Ibia program ia teaigned to provlte baalc aelf*Hlielp akilla for stfvatrely nulti* 
handicapped 9 developnentally disabled peraoaa betneen the ages of three and 21 idioae 
handicapa are ao aevere that vithout the pr^rau they iiould remain at home or iiould 
be inatitationalised* Diatrict allovaacea are baaed ^ hours of atte^ance and 
eapenae^of operation. 



STATE SPSCXAX. SCimXLS 

California operates sia special schools for children with except ional needs* The 
acboola arei California Sbhool for fhe Blind » Berkley; Piagnostie gchoois for 
ffeurologically Handicapped* Northemt Southern^ and Central, California; and Schools 
for the Deaf » Berkeley and Riwrslde. 

Approximately 5*000 children are served (on both a resident and non«'resident basis) 
with an operating t^idget of nearly $19 million in State funds* A Special Sdiool 
Transportation allowance of $420»7S9 is also appropriated for an allowance of $3g9 
per atiident* 



818O.00O inalg. 



OCCOPATXOIiAL TRAHHHG op mSICAIXY HAMDtCAPPBD 
WO MBNTALLT RSTARHSO tWUS 
(AB 2190« Chapter 359/7a; education Code 
Sections S«070-S6O7&> 

Districts and county offices are reia^rsed the costs of providing occupational 
training for physically handicapped and mentally retarded persons under ^e 21 «dien 
th^ district or county contracts with aheltered workshops or other establishments for 
such tralnifiK* Such reimbirsement shall not exceed $650 per year* leaa the local 
share of diatricta or county offices. 



DBlVBg TBAIHING 

(SB 154» Chapter 292/78; Education Code 
Sectiona 41304-41306* 4190(M1919* 51850 
and 51853) 



$19>800*<)W (0.35t) 



The funda provide V maximum of $60 per pupil Inatrueted in behind<*the<-irtieel training* 
Bigh achool diatricta and the gradea nine through twelve portions of unified districts 
mmf participate. The program la funded from treffic court finea (Driver Training 
Penalty Aaaeaament Fund) tranaf erred to the State General Fund* Budget control 



CatoidattmofS^^ 

ctf Srtiool Dlatf^ IPartlolpalioii* 



Local Shares no calcul^lon 
Student a Served t 158*753 
SNmter of Districts: 344 



Local Share d amount previously authorised aa a 
permlaaive^overrlde * now Included in the 1978-^79 
revenue limit and any additional costs exceeding State 
allouancea* 

ifaiidffl1t.flLJSflPfftd: 4*700 

Huiriber of Districts > 19 districts and 30 county offices 
operating 113 centers 




Local Share : computed each year based on claims 
filed and approvej and dollars available « 

Studtents Served t 729 (1977-78) 

Number of Districts: Not available* 



Local Share : Bquipment plus any costs In excess of 
Sta^e allowances 

Students Served : 3(K>*000 

Number of Districts: 377 



115 



STATE SUPPORT, 19?8-f f 



CALIF08SZA 



67 



£l!!L!! £22!If Clt«««*t Amoimt Awropriated for I9T8-T9t Pemt of Steto Pyndi AUowtwft 



tloguage (AS atl90» Cli«|^«r 3$9/78> dftMte that 1979^ a^mtiosiKiitt «llttifuit«d 
if IdgUUtiOQ Is •a«cte4 rmwlog the current 4river*e training requiteawit for 
pereona mder 18 yeara of age prior to remiipt of a driver** lieeaM* . ^ 



(SB 164l» Chapter 323/76$ AB 6$» Chapter 894/77^ 
Si }34» Qiapter 292/78. and Education Code ^ 
Secti<ma 54000^94008 md 34030} 



$lt2,9S8y000 (2.00n 



local g>arei Ho calentation 



iitttdenta Sor^y yti 275«00O 



Thia pr^ran pri^idea hi^-quality etimpleoientary educatiMal eenricea to educationaUy 
diaadvantaged etudenta vith esB^iaaia cm inatrtiction in las«uage» reading* and 
Mtheaatiaa* - Seaonrcea are altoeated to diatriata on the baaia of the ntnober of 
ehiMren fromae«^-inooM fasdliea; tiie percent of Biapaoia and A ian auroaae mi 
American Indian pupils; and pupil tranaienoy (BOY formula). Any district vith a 
factor ^ove «9 is eligible. 



Sup^ber of Oiatrjctat 536 



$^»079^12 (0.06t> 



OEMWiSmTttm PBOGBAHS IK SBADISG AMD HAtHSHAXICS 
<AB 1595^ Chapter 570/77; SB 154, Chapter 292/78; 
Education Coda Sections 586<X)»$8605} 



The petnonstratim ProgranS are intendedi^ provide coat-effective intensive 
instruct im in reading end mathematics at lev-achieving students in grades seven » 
eight t or ntne. State fitndin||J(S based on a project approval basis » with 
termination each year of thos^^ograna vith tbe louest level of cost^ffeetiveness. 



SPECIAL ELfflffiBHAn XOOOL REAOIM 

msmimm noeum (Miller- ooruh) 

(SB 460, Chapter 976/76; SB 154, Chapter 292/78; 
Education Code Sectiona 54100->S4im)) \ . 



$14,005,317 f0.25« 



The progrsm is intended to upgrade l!he reading achievement ^f California 'a primary 
grade children by providing funds principally to enable school districts to es^loy 
reading specialists in kindergarten through grade three, vith the option of aasigning 
Miller-Cnruh reading teachers to gradea four throu^ six in schools r^Mtiving both 
Millermnruh and School Improvement funda/ The State subsidy is not to exceed 75 
percc^nt of the Statewide average teacher's salary. 



BILHiCOAL-BICDLX&BAL BDirCATIOII 

(AB 2284, Chapter 125V72{ AB 1329> Chapter 978/76; 
AB 65, Chapter 894/77; SB 154, Chapter 292/78; 
Education Code Sectiona 52100-^32177) 



$11,093,882 (0.201) 



AB 2284/72 funds ($8,231,882) are allocated to districts on a competitive grant 
application baaia* these funds may boi used for supplMentary aervices such as 
paraprofassionals, teacher training, materiala, md ei^pliea* !fot more than tvo- 
thirds of the students enrolled in these bilingual claases shall be limited** or 
non-Snglish-speahing iVSSms). AB 1329 ($2,862,000) maodataa aervices to all 
LBS/IIES students and provides a ^re craprehenaive funding ai^oach to meet the needs 
of these students* All districts are retired « to* conduct an annual aurvey of tibm 
mister ^of IBS/TBS students* Funds mey alao ^ used •to employ bilingual teachers* 
Pull or p^tial bilingual inatruction, bilingual«4iicultural edocation or an 



individual learning program must be providc4^depeiuling on the nuiiters of LBS/UBS 
each gr^^ level in a school and the Mods oTltuent 



in 



Its* 
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J 



tocal Shared no calculation 



Students Served: 10,000 



Sumter of Districts : 17 districts operation 30 



programs 



Local Share : ,The difference, if any, betveea salaries 
for reading specialists and the State maximum subsidy 

Students qjefved : 125,000 etudentr 

Huater of Districts: 188 



local iShare: No calculation 



Studenta Served : 50,0(K> 



number cf Districts: 3B1 



m 



Ibmmo t 9f9p9m U«tl CItatiofli # soiBtt Appropriated for t$I9-t 9| Feremt 0t StcW fmA AUoetted^ 



Catanlttlofi of State md liootf Straw of fto gff m Cioilf B^ f ffft 
.Of gon oo l Dwnot nrtioipimNU 



Itocof S^iMliv in I979«^9 exiatittg fimdiog Uft EOT osA tiitingiiat ^fogrm will be 
ooMofUietf iofe « eiogU ei»t4iiiK eottrce* SoMoodc Xa^eot AH (EXC)# file SDK fomuta 
ueed eo detesittiM tfiatriofi. eligUility viU tM'aodifeil etui vill iaeteaie the oodber 
of iilf triete eefvedi ee neli ee p^^^i^ing «me flexibility for <ti«triote to mlloeat^ 
f imde to ael»iole«> Ibe progre&aatie^proirieiotte of AB 1329 for eerrioee to UBS/SBS 
ittideats preir«il. OlBtricte ifitb faetore eospited at »SS or idtove itill be eligible. 



MBBXCAK iroxAii memos cssm 

<SB 2264/Cliepter U2$/74t SB Cti^tor 292/78) 
Bducatioo Code Seetioee 33380-33384) 



7b« fm4B proviae cOTprebeeeive prosr«e to biodergarteo tbrou^ grade tvelire pupila 
aa Mil aa adulta, Setvieea inelode tutorial prograaa in re ad io g and oatboMtiea, 
acadaadc eoitaseiifigt and eultoral aetieitiee directed tomtd redueing tlie dropottt 
roto of Aaericaa Indiaii stedesite end increaeing tbeir ecademio odiieveBOEiit and aelf«» 
ioage. Ibeee eentere are dlreetly edmiaiatered by Boarda of Bireotore ratber tliaa 
ad»ael diatrieti« 



NATIVE AKERICAH XSf&JIM EIHIC^CW FBOCTM 
(AB 1S44, Chapter 903/7^$ SB 154^ ehaptor 292/78$ 
Education Code Seetioae 32060^32063) 

These, projoeca euppleneot educational eervicea in- kindergarten tbrou^ gredfi four, 
with m eaj^Mia on baaic ekille« 



FRESCSQOl 

(AB llWf Chapter 339/78; Education Code 
Sectiona 8200^397 and 89400-8941?f 



$2»»5»2>OH (0,43») 



Tti{a progran providoe a part-tiAo davelopBantat^ educational program for four«-pear 
olda and thair parente« Tbe purpoee ia to enhance tbe developnent of tha child by 
involving parente aa (wcb M poeaibla in tha aduoation of the child (aindlar to tbe 
federal Raadatart Program}* 

ESVtRffllMEUITAL PHOtECfKW PBDGHAM ^318,000 (Q.QH) 

(AB 2190, Chapter 339/78; Education Code 
Eactiona 8700^773g 31202, 31210(c)/ 
31illt and S1220(b)) 

'projacta to provide conaervation ediMtation pr<^rama era funded on a coaiMrtitive 
grant application baais* Punda for this prc^ram are allocated frcm tha C«a fomia 
Environmental Protection Program vbicb raceivea ita ravemia from the aala 
paraonaliaad licenaa platea. 



Fgpit suppoar ssayicBS 

TRARSFratATIOn, SCUffi TO SCBOOIf 
. (SB lS4t Chapter 29^/78; Education Cckte 
Sectiona 41301, 41830^1862, and 41863) 



$60.689.000. (1>07E) 



State reimburaementa are provided for prior year ccMta of hoM-to-acbool traoapor*- 
tation (30 percent of coata on tbe average)* Ai^rov^ expenaea aa claimed are 
limited to median ^tateiride expenaea per bua day, plua 23 percent, uaing 16 claaai* 
ficationa of bueea reflecting houra of operation and capacity. Types of expenaea 
included are operating expeoae, repairs, inaurance, coat of replacement of oquipment, 
paymanta to parente in-lieu^f tranaportatim and paymenta to public carriera* 



Us 



Local giare t BO calculation 

^tudentf Served » 6,200 (includea adulta) 

Buaiber of .Ptatrieta t 10 eentare 



^ Local glare t Ho calculation 
|itudenta Served t 814 
Nunber of Districts t 10 projects 

Local Share I Ho calculation 
Children Served t 10,200* 
Diatrieta Servedt 118 



Local Share t Bo calculation 
Stodonta Served t 100,000 

District a Served 1 17 projects covering -23 districts 



Local aiare t All regular school transportation costs 
up to an amount produced b^ a •2, or «4 mill tax 
and additional amounts baaed on coata and financial 
ability. 

Sttrfenta Served t 941,231 (1977-78) 
Number of Diatrieta : 923 

eAn additional 9,000 children are aarved by private, 
nonprofit j^nciea, county officea of eAtcation, mA 
inatitutiona of bi^r education. . 



ERIC 




ft^Bram DwSlSiiJ^ «t«tJ«u Anwwrt Approprlatad for l9?8-f9t Pweent of State Roi* AlloeatwSi 



CHtiiP CARS, ySBVICBS 

<A8 99,' Chspfx 670/72; AB 2»>. Cli«pt0r 1012/75 ( 
AB 3059, ClM{«er mm* AB 1288, CiMpt«r 1246/77} 
AB 2190. Qtaptef 359/78; EdttCAtioa Code SMtioas 
B2QQ-9m aoA ft»»-8460> 



The purpose of thU progvatt U tot (l) oMt oeedl* of ehildren fren infancy - 
ttir«q||» «ge %^ Aty providibg health, outritioa, devel^aeotal, social, parantal 
invo^veaenc, m^rvisorisl aervioes, and <2) free pacenta to wrk «r to reoeivo 
inicati<mal training. Alloiiaiiees are b«8ed so houra of attewtenee aai expenae ,of 
(^rations. Iba saxisuB State altowime is $1.28 per chtld-boitr generated liy 
children' under two Tears. Funda are provided in eeoiviaation vith Federal fund* under 
Title XX of the Social Security Act (PL 93-647). 



»230,000 (0.01%) 



(AB 2190. caiapter 359/78; Bdocatlon 
Cbde Section 52340*52347) 

■Rio centers in loa Angeles and San Diego counties serve as regional guidance reso«ree 
centers, they are equipped with aodem occuptational neasuroaent and csreer guidance 
materials, a professimal resmirce staff, and career infotmation. 

IHSTRDCTIOIIAL NAfSRIALS 
(SB 154, Chapter 292/78; AB 2:n 
Oiapter 359/78; l^ucation Cede ^ .cions 
60240-«0246} 

All eleaentary districts or the grades Me through eight portion of unified districts 
err eligible for. an allowance for saterials. In 1978-79, allom^s per ASIA are a 
coAination of a $7,896 credit and a $.65 cash allotnent for pulMb schools or an 
48.546 credit for privatib achoola. W 



$28,030.863 (O.SOit) 



$821,364 (0.02%) 



l^STStrCTK^ TBLBVI8I0N 
(AB 2190, Chapter 359/78 and Education Code 
Sections 41920, 51870, 51873, 78310, and 84860) 

rtmds are awarded on an application basis, up fee $.50 per pupil participating in open 
or closed cureuit instructional progrsM. the anotQit of the allowance so deteraiaed 
caoROt exceed 50 percent o|| the coat of ^ pregraa. 



CHiLO miTRITKRl 

(SB 2020, Chapter 1487/74; SB 120, Oiapter 1277/75; 
SB 154, Chapter 292/78; and Education Code Sectiona 
49510-49556) 



$35.292.729 (0.62%) 



this program is provided in codbination with federal CbiU Nutrition Act rein^se- 
nents. Basic per wal reiotetraeattnts of $.0669 in 1978-79 (estinated) are provided 
for quaUfyiog breakfasts and lunches served in public and private schools. A needy 
subsidy is also provided based on the average Statewide tseal cos£, less federal and 
State reiabursooenta and the diatriet share, niltiplied by the "free" waU served. 
For redueed-price neals, local fees collocted are also deducted. (In addition to the 
above program, the Oepartaent of Education also funds 28 nutrition eduoation projects 
in 28 districts, serving 8,500 students. The funds allocated total $607,061 and are 
included in the departnsnt*s adaioistrative budget rather than local assistance or 
subventions.) 

noclitdes $1 Billion for migrant facilities* 



toeal Stm^ t Any costs not cmsrsd by St«te alXoimeM 
^mA parestfsMe ^ 

(aitMrOT'Ssrwl < 59ai7 (State-funAi^ program only) 

Utirter of Ptstrlctg : 535 pAlic and^ pritrsta 
emtraetiiig sgMMsiss 



tocal Share I Mo oalciilatira 



Studetits Senred g 150^000 



Nttg^r of Distrtctfl t MO and 3 eouoty offices 
(lo^arial County is sonred by the San Diago Cantar«) 



Local Sharp » no caleulaticm 



Students: i.2 million (about 90 percent public) 



ttoibar of Districts : 1^001 public | 1^030 private 



Local. Share t 50 percent of the cost 

Students Served 1 1»593»208 » 

HiBttber of Districts ? 434 districts and 52 county 
offices 



Local glare > For needy subsidies » it was previously 
based m a $,05 permissive override (eonputed as the 
local share whether levied or r^t). The aaount of this 
permissive override levied in 1977^78 has been adde#. 
to the district revemie limit cenqputatioM for 1978-*79 
(before the 9 to 15 percent cut)* 

For regular meals served^ the local share is the 
difference betueen the total cost of meals served md 
the sum of fees collected plus the State and federal 
basic subsidies o 

Students Servj^ t 2«46 million 



Wwabef^f Districts i 1,47a local agencies (including 
over 400 private schools and resident dliild care 
providers) 



in 



ID 



STATB SOPPOBTt l8Tft-T» 



nmmm^t Prcfrttmi h9fpl Ctutfof^ Anmmt Apfroprtoted for 1978-*79| Pmemt ot State Fumh Allontadi 



Caleidattonof State ml Umd Shtrw <rf Progmm Ooiti Bsttent 
of Seliocl IKstriet Pirtielp9ttafk 



StATB AID. to SMTB mCBBRS* 

RsnnafEirt systbr (sns) 

.^IWt Ch^l^r 359/78; Miicatiao Cod^ 
' StceimTltdei-^mMod 41716.S) 

this is a siAvratim to dittrieta all 
ioeluda an aMitlmal $U4*3 millim diteet atata 

OISTRICT CaAHACiroiSTICS 

" IWW^^— 1^^^^^ 

?Wmxn JM BELIEF (SCBVEHTKBiS FOR BmkoHNEES* 

BIBMPTICai AND BUSINESS INVENTtffiV EIBIfPTI(»l8) m»>«»>000 (4>40») 

thia ia a tranafar paynaot to diatridta to eovar exefl^tiooa to bimammara and buaiaeasi 



Ituliaation toala and d6aa not 
l^ttatioit4MLt|^ STRS fttod* 



6BIIEBAL AID 10 DISTRICTS 

(SB 164I» Chaptar 323/76; AB 6S» Cbaptar 894/77; 
SB 154 1 Cha^ar 292/78; and Education Coda 
SactioM 54060-54061) 



.S44>06S>8Q0 (0.78E) 



In 1976 > SB 1641 appr^riatad ganaral aid to diatrieta irith EOT fonmtia faetora of 
1«25 or aK>ra« In addition tdHBaae^ ganaral raamreaat AB 65 aatabliahad Urban 
Ispact Aid throu^ 1979^^ which la i^noral aid alloeatad to 19 largo unified 
diatrieta* pistriec aligibility ia datarained a co:ri>lnatiM of mtnotity 
popolation* AM in aacaaa of 129022^ poverty factor froa tha BBV fomulat axsA AFDC. 
Allocationa ara baaad on tha diatrict*a AFDC count, which ia mbltipliad by tha 
currant EBf factor, the aqueese factor (ratio of atata*a prior yaak|foundation 
program Co tha diatrict*a revenue linit), and a factor for diatrictf vith ADA is 
0MXtmM of 58»800. 



tocal Share s Ho calculation 

Students Served t 1*9 aillion* Since ^eae funda are 
gatieral aid* thia nunber includea all AHA in diatrieta 
receiving funda • 

Bwaber of Diatrieta: 265 



$657,306 (0*011) 



CPREEHT AID PROtaUttS^ ll*E*C . 

PEOFBSSK^IAL DEVEUmCNT AMD PBOCSRAM . 
XflPROVBKEIlT CBMTBRS 

(SB 154, Oiapter 292/78; Education Code 
Sections 446»>-44643) 

Thaae cantara ara intended to offer conprehenaive inaervice training programa to 
atrengthen the inatructional technii|uea of claaaroM eeachera in kindergarten through 
grade aim* particularly in teaching reading and oath, diagnoaia of learning dia^ 
abilitiea, and davalopemt of corrective prograna of inatruction* Allocationa ara 
bnmd on approved budgeta and ara to iMluda funda aufficient to pay the aalariea 
of replaceoent teachera and aalariea of inatructora for tiaw of inatruction in the 
project* 



Loca^ Share : Mo calculation 
Studaata Served : Not available 
Sumber of Diatrieta > 16 centera 



SCHOOL PBRSOKHEL STAFF DEVELOPMENT 

(SB 551 » Chapcot 9«6/77> SB 154 » Chapter 292/78; 

Education Coda Section 44670) 



$495^000 (0«01» 



Thia prograiB will provide certificated e«q»loyeea the opportunity to develop their 
oim achool aite ataff developaent prograa baaed on achool ia^rovenent objectivea 
eatabliahed by a achool aite council coopriaad of parantat coanunity neiabara^ and 
atudanta aa mil aa achool peraonnal* (Sea School laprovenent Prograa.) 



local Share : Bo calculation 
Stttiilentr Served i Hot available, 
Huaber of Diatrieta: Rot available 



123 



19 



8TATB ^PPOST, I9f 8-r9 



CALIF088I* 



71 



Ttm^ dSS S LS!'*^ Cttettom Xmmt Appwpriated for lOT0-7gt Pweent of »ate Pi«A Agoeatedi ? 



STAFF J^VELOPMEST RESOJSCE CBNTSRS 

(SB 551. Oiaptcc W6/77» AB 65» Chapter 894/??; 

SB 154, Oiapfier 292/78{ BdwtttiiHi Gwllr SMtiona 

44ft70^«80.») 



$450,000 CO.OU) 



B^t less cbaa £ii» e«acer« an -o bt «stabt>>he(l In 1978-7? Co (1) «i4 aehoolg io 

iftstietitions of higber education and local school {wroonnel «^ local agoncic*. and 
OJ-dlai«sinaca lafornat ion. regarding staff develomant methods and «p2is. 



$1,146,328 (0.0n> 



BILIBCOAL TEACSEit CORPS 
(AB 2B17, Chapcar 1496/74. and Education 
Coda Saeeions 52150-52X52) 

This program provides for the development of a corps of bilingual teachers wtalifiad 
to <i«ot tte needs of the LBS/RS atodanta of CallfCaia. iSstata SuaS on 

ettabUahed the Billngoal-Blcttltnral Teacher 
spMtaiist credential. The Teacher Corps pregraa airarda on annual stipend of $1,500 
'l^t"""* 5* individuals «q>ley»d as public school teacher aides if 
they are taking at least 12 units per quarter or aansster in an approved pregraa 
leading to this credential. The Departaent of Education contracts vltb eoBBunlty 
eoUeges, state eollegea, and universities to aasist the aides in achieving their 

(In additlM to the abovii programs, the departaent also funds the New Careers in 
Education Frograa. The New Careers in Education Pregraa was established to (I) recruit 
and train persons who have completed at least 60 units of college work in a cosaunitv 
college or a four-year institution of higher education for tewhing in low-iocoae 
elementary schools and (2) provide a aeani by which capable persons of low-incooa 
background may entt*- the teaching profession. Ibe prograa incorporates academic 
study with on-the-job training in districts that do not have an adeouate susolv of 

toS5S'.2!fc}!! « the educational needs oflimitedSri^ 

BngUsh-spaakittg pupils or low-ioeoae pupils. Participating full-time college 
students receive a Fellowship Expense Grant of $75 per week plus a $15 per week 
Feltevship Expense Grant Suppleaent.for each legal dependent. In 1978-79, $320,875 
is appropriated and is included in the department's administrative budget rather 
than as local assistance or subventions.) 



^^sdMtf State and Loml Sim Osrti BKlmt 



tocal Stare » Ho calculation 
Students Setvad t Hot available 
Humber of Ptstricts t Rot' available 



Local Share t He calculation 
Students Setved t 600 receive. stipends 



HMaber of Ptstricts t 37 inatitutiona of higher education 
participate- 



SCWJOli BffBOVEIfEST PROCRAK (SIP) 

(AB 65, Chapter 894/77} SB 134, Chapter 292/78: 

Education Code Sections 52000-52049.5) 



$122,911,200 (2.17X) 



AB 65 authorised SIP which is a modification and expansion to grades four through 
twelve of concepts espied in the BCB program. SIP is not a "program** In the 
usual educational sense but provide* funds for districts to undergo a proceas of 
renewal and improvement at the scht^.l site level. Services a» not Halted to 
particular •tudents or predetermined. Bach participating school community determines 
for itself, through a school site council, what it needs to improve and bow to 
implement the changes. However, plana muat address the needs of ill students. School 
site councils are eoi^irised of equal representation by achool staff (preducera) and 
parents and ccoatnity members (consumers) at the elementary level or parents and 
stuitonts at the high school level. District governing boards make the final decision 
on which schools will participate. Allocations are based on $30 per AM for planning: 
$148 per ADA for kindergarten through grade three; $90 per ADA for four through 
eight, and $65 per ADA for nine through twelve. 



Local Share t He caleiilacian 



Sttidenta Servedt 1.2 millioQ 



Htia^r of. Dtgvrictst 823 
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STATB SUPPORT^ l»Ta-79 



ERIC 



fanw o f ^«S»mt Ugal autioni AoMunt Appropriated for I9T»>79t Par««nt of SUte Fundi AUp^tedi 



ASStSTMiCS to route LXBSARIBS 
(SB 792. ai«pt«r 1255/7S} SB m. 
caiAptec 292/79) 



ThftM fuadft «n u»e4 to eticoatage and enable the •beriog and coordtaatioQ of tibtary 
reswrcea and aenricea through Intarlihrary loanat Bfstm referaace referral* and 
equal acceaa. • " 

€A»CTAL StypfOCT PMCRAWS 

i« STATS scmoL m;iLDi!ic AID vBocMts 

Thil program provided atate loaM to loi#-iieatth» rapid growth diatricta already bonded 
to 95 percent of tte statutory debt' livit* Bavenuea nere derived fren the aale of 
atate booda which required approval by the^ atate electorata. To participate » 
diatricta mre required to paas a bond election* approved by tiro-thirda of the diatrict 
electorate. Punda were eahauated during 1977«-78« Over $2 billion haa been provided 
to diatricta ainct 1947. Additional ravenuea ($100 million) vould have become 
available if Propoaition 1 (authoriaation of the aale of atate bonda) had paased on 
June 6» I97g. V . 



2. STATE LEASE-nmCHASE UM (Chapter 340/77) 



-0- 



This laif» if it had been funded throu^ Propoaition 1 ($230 million) » vould have 
enabled diatricta to perform conatruction» modern isat ion » or reconstruction through a 
lease-purchaae agreement vith the State. Such an arrangement vould h^ required a 
aimple majority approval of the diatrict electorate. 

Repayments under both programa 1 and 2 above » if they had been funded* vould not be 
possible Dov because of property tax limitations resulting from Proposition 13. 



1?6 



Oatodatt w of S tate and Iioeal Sharea ot Program Coatt Bxtafit 
of S oh ooi INatftet PaftiolpotlOii> v 



local Share t Ho Caleulaticm 
Stodanta Served t Hot availabla 
Huaiber of Piatricta^ Roe avilable 
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Eftwin E. StetttbreelMr, Assistant Cea^ssioner of Gdacatlan» served as tfia State authomy 
fer the preparatioa sad rsvlew of this protram rapoirt. 



Selected School Finance 

proximately 45 percent of the State-loeel reVenuee 
for elementary nut secondary pt^lie school revenues 
vere provided by the State. 

State aid for ptthlic achoola is derived from general 
a^ropriatiotts except, for approxisately $25 nUlion 
in receipts froa mineral leases and in income earned 
by the Public School Zncoae Fund* 

The State gtiarantees a uniform dollar amount for each 
mlil levied by a district up to Ita authorised 
revenue base which reflects spending in prior years. 
In e£fect« the total fuiranteed amount per p^H 
varies for each district. Districts with wealth 
bases yielding more than the guaranteed amount per 
mill are aided under a minimum guarantee provision* 

The State guaranteed yield per mill per pi^il of 
$4^.25 is nearly twice the average district yield 
per mill. This higli millage guarantee has provided 
some property tax relief « 

Under its equalisation aid formula* the State reports 
that in 197»* 28 school districts received larger 
increases in their authorised revenue bases than 
the otter 1S3 districts which received a 'flat 
increase of $130 per pupil. 



Ricts 



LocML spppoar 

I. The State is composed of 181 fiscally independent 
school districts* 

2* Property taxes constitute the principal source of 
local revectues derived for public schools. 

3. An estimated $543,567»729 were raised by local 
property taxes in 1978. Of this amount* the 
required local contribution to the basic^State 
equalisation program was $437*929^380. Approximately 
$10*5 million was granted by the Budget Review board. 

4. Local adliool budgets are not subject to voter grovel 
except when districts appeal first to the State School 
District Budget Review Board and then to the voters 

for an increase in revenues above the limit established 
by statute. 

5. There is no uniform rate limit for all districts. For 
each district, the millage limit is derived by dividing 
the authorised revenue base (revenue limit) by the 
State guarantee ($42.25 per mill)* The Budget Review 
Board or a district vote can authorise a higher revenue 
limit* i.e. additional mills* above this amount. 

6. District bonded indebtedness may noc exceed 20 percent 
of a district *s assessed valuation* 



Since 1975-76* new school ^aid programs funded by the 

State are: 

o A Low Income - ADC supplemental funds program 
o Increased Enrollment Fbndlng 
o Educational Television 

A major court case in which the State's school aid 
program has been successfully challMged Is Lujan v. 
Colorado Board of Education (Denver District Court* 
Civil Action No* C-73688). The Court found that the 
Colorado Public School Finance System violates the 
equal protection of the lawe under the Colorado 
Constitution because i-t Infringes upon the funds*- 
mental right of equal educational opportunity* and 
the State of Colorado has failed to demoostraf^ 
thac such infringment is necessarily related to the 
achievement of a cooqielling govensMntal interests 



fmdmtaUl rig^t mter tte Calar«do Ccmstitu^ 

tioaat^ri^* This aystm irioUtm tte Federal 
^mMftnttoa pmrUlim of e«tt«i ^cvtecttm of" 
tte Iws becoaiM tt adtrttMly ^fwM a distinct 
clw» of ofdiool eblldtm ifteitif iafrlo on tbe 
bnim of porooMl and aoteol dlatriet poy«rty» 
giviaa rloo to a attapwt ciaaa of acbool ekUd* 
rao^ The Colors ayatm alao falla to tirovide 
a tlioroiq^ atid ttalTona ayattei aa requlrad by 
tba Colors Conatltjitlm. Tba State was given 
npo ymin f roa tb^ Mtry of Judipitnt to devise 
a sjratM of school finance vhich idll coaply 
wit^ tba P^ral and State eonatltutiona* An 
af^al la pending* 

Major legal ebangea In assessmmts since 1975-76 
appear Int . 

o CTS 39-l-l(H (8) (9) RealdentiaU coanerical. 
Industrialt agricultural* bnildlng improve- 
awita and eonoerieol personal property 
oust be assessed at 30 percent of 1973 level 
of value for 1977 throui^ 1982^ 

o C8S 39-1-103 {5)(a> 1977 aasessoents shall 
not eaceed 140 percent of the average of the 
aasessnenta for the years 1974^ 1975 and 1976 ♦ 
For 1978, the asseament shall not exceed 
125 percent of the 1977 aaseasaent. 

m State has no aechanism for equalising ahhvhb^ 
Bents, 




r * 



S^.^ ^!!!?"f C^««tioi« ABuxmt AppFoprifttsd for l979-79t P»r««iit of State Ptm* A|toeatad| 



TOTAL 

BASIC SCTPORT PSOGRAM 

SUTB Rna.£C SCWXH. TCND EQBALXZmOB OmTLEKENT 
CBS 2a-S0-l01 CO 117 



S»7ft.4Z3.000 ( 86.48t) 



Qirtaitt i^ration, 1^-12 Authorised Bmime Bmo per pupil of attendenca eotitleaenl:. 
Guarancaed yield equal $42.25 fSsr sill par atudast for calendar war 1>7» us to each 
diatricta autliorisad Fevemte baae {ABB). . 

An autboricad ravenua base ia die per ^11 asxMtat received Iv a diatrict frosa state 
e^taliaatiott, apeeific omwrMiip and local property tama aaauniag loot eelleetion. 
Ftor a given (tadget year, the autlmriaed revemie baae ia the district 'a reveoae base - 
of the preceding year iocreaaed l>y a flat aammt unless dlat aaount does not bring 
the ABB to a a^ninua set by law. 

MiaiauB Authoriaefd Bevemni Base (Affi) or Zneraase granted to Revenue base 

1979 $1400 aininua Or 9130 over prior year 

1980 $1$00 fliiniBna or $140 over prior year 

1981 $imo sdninuB or $150 over prior year 
fvr 1982 Che ARB ia the 1981 revenue base plus 160. 
Tbeae aaounta are pentiaalve hut not retniirmi. 

A school district has the right to appeal to a State School District Budget Beview 
Board for an increase in its ARB. It twy also exceed the ARB by a district vote. If 
rejected by the Budget Bevtew Board. 

If a dUtrict ia successful in increasing Itn ARB threu^ either Mthod. the district 
bears the full cost of the increatfed ARB for the first year. In subsequent yaara. the 
new ABB is supported through the equalisation formla. 

.If a district *a attendance e^titleoent divided by the number of square miles within 
that diatrict is in excess of 500 and the attendance entitlenent of the diatrict 
eaceeda SO'^OOO, the equalisation program sun^rt ia 107 1/2 percent of the guaranteed 
per pupil per nill. Denver is the only district affected by this prevision. 



POPIL tABCglBD IBSTRPCTIOilAL PSOCTAMS 

BARDXCAPPSD CHILOSEH'S EDCCATIOttAL ACT 
CBS 22>20-101 to 114 



$34.309.095 (6.3U) 



All local school districts are required to provide services to the handicapped child 
either directly or indirectly through an intermediate unit. 
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ERIC 



GMfttton «r 8t«t» ndLoeti Stem 
of Ssiml Dittrtet Mte^i^foi^ 



iQMl Amtimt homimxp in ii» easo ^11 tte fttata than 
be itM thm $11.^ per etndent per etUiMfwee eetitle* 
sent for eeleodw ye«r 1979 tor dietriet^e levying up 
to 20 fill U» If A district leriee aore than 20 allla, the 
stininistt gttaranteed s^eld is $12*39 pmr «ill tevleda 
State ^ ire per pi^il ia the atate contribetim per 
ailt tieea the milla naceaaanr to ediieve the mtiioriaed 
revenue haae. 



toc^l Amw The aaimtnt ot Uie local ^are ia deter* 
mnad hy ntttiplyiag the Oeneral Fund tail Uvy by die 
diatrict 'a aaaeaaed valuation* The <Sbtteral PUnd Mill 
ievy ia detanained bp dividing the autiiericed revenue 
baae bp the State Aid Factor (ehich variea betueen 
the guarantee lifldta of $llo3$ and $42o}0 per mill) 
plus the MUBBB^ valuation per pupil « liha general 
forottla las 

General Fund Mill tevy m Antbortaed Revetnie »aae 

State Aid CoOdi i kMB^i^eA Vatuat iort 
^•rtar ^attendance entltloM^) 

Entent of Fart Icipat torn All ISl dietricts. 



State share t 



ba 



do 



Bi^tp percent of that portion of salary of specific 
personnel cost attributable to apecial education 
prograM 

fii^ty percent of transportation cost for handi- 
capped children^ after other state funda are 
dediKStedo 

Fifty percent of the coat of mteriala or $200 par 
special ec^ucation teacher, Miicbever is le^s. 
One hundred percent of a child in a licenaed 
family care hoflSo 

Eighty percent of the cost of prograaa fc? chilldten 
tranaf erred between adminiatrative units. 



Local Share ! Remainder of coat of apeeial education 
program. If appropriationa are such that reiol^rse- 
mants must be prorated^ the local diatrict muat aaaume 
the difference a 



Extent of Farticipation t 
48 adminiatrative unite o 



181 achool districts through 
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8TATB SOPPOBT, l9Tt-79 



Mmm of grogypt Legtl CiUtiMn Amount Appropriated for 1978»79t Peroaalof State Pindl Allontadi 
Prafpan OcMsriptioOi . 



Cate^atiM of State and Loetf 
of Se&ool DMrlet Partleipatloa. 



Siaraa of Fvofran Ooiti Oxtaot 



ERIC 



GOtMADO VOCAIWWAL BfiOCATKW iMST 
OtS 23-60-101 CO 302 



$10.9>7>128 (2.021) 
Kai^rsca iinet vocational •dueation caaa* u dafined by atacutea. 



I 



ftXtlNGUAi/BICULTUHAL £im:An<»l ACT 
CRS 24*101 Co Its 



i2a414a021 (0a44») 



Current <H»eratioA K-*} reiaburteoent of dfiproved pro^rn costs m follow: 

th« actual position cost of: 

!• Tsscb«rs« 

2o T^sehers* sidssp 

3« District Director* 

Supervisory personnel* 

Coordinators* 

6o Curricttlm specialists* ^ o 

b« The cost of approved inservice programs for teachers* aides* 

The cost of approved upirard oiobility programs for teaebets* aidas* 



d. The cost of additional bilingual and bicultural ttsferials. 

CAREER EDUCTION ACT OF 1975 
CRS d'-lDI to 108 



$200*000 <OoO»%> 



Project Application 
PUPIL SUPPORT SERVICES 

PUgLIC SCHOOL TIUUiSPURTATK^ PimD 
CR$ 22-Sl-lOl to 109 



$12a971*20Q <2o38») 



Provides 27 cents per aiile plus 20 percent of the difference be two n current 
opersting costs for pupil transportation and the amount determined by mltiplying 27c 
by each mile traveled* Ho capital outlay sapanditttres are ii^luded in current 
operating costs for pupil transportation. Miles to be reindmrsed are those in getting 
a child from home to school* school to school* and school to home* 



EDUCATIC^iAL TELEVISICni 
CRS 22-50-113*7 



$440*000 (QoOOT) 



Provides 91 .(K) per pupil for each i^apil vitbin the viewing range of the educational 
television program* 



DISTRICT CHARACTERISTICS 

SMALL ATTEMDASCB CENTERS 
CRS 22-50*113 



$3aS20a(KK) (Qa65t) 



Provides each bonus pupil vith the smaller of the revenue base or $35 tines the 
general fund mill levy. 



Ida 



itfUt shara: lai^miAla ieoafi pmr m atm*M^ bttt 
sub|e6t tot 

la Vocaticmal eost par TO strndofit mima 70S of A8B 
par atmdant of attomdMct at^ittamsnt* 

2a Of tht Awm differoMOf the atata provides 801 
of tha first $12S0 and SQE of iJia coat abom 
that 91290.. 

Local i^are : EMssin^ of progrM cost; 

EKtaot of Partictpation i tS9 school diatrietaa 

State share: Diatricts or Boards of Cdoparativa 
Servicas Oat oparatb a prograsi approved by tha 
Dsportmsnt ihall be aniittad to ralatetrMmeat up to an 
amount not to axcaed mm huodrad fwrcant of fibe diract 
attribtttabla additlMSl coat iocurrad by tha lULstriet 
or Board of Cooporativa Services « . ^ 

Local share : Any remining coat of tha program 



Batent of 
iodepandantly or 



tioni 49 school diatricts either 
a BOC^o 



State share : Proportion of approved program (usually 5Cl) 
Local ahaia : Ramaindar of approved program 
Eatant of Partidyatioa : 31 school districts* 



State share : $12 *971 *200 

Local ah^S* : Ramaindar of transportation costs a 
Extent of Participation : 179 districts* 



State share : $440*000 
Local share : -0- 

Extent of Particioation : 2 stations* 440*000 students 



State share : 

1 1 J I ■ ! I I m II I 

Locai snare: 



$3*S20*(KK) 
-0- 



Batant ol^ ParticlMtim: 87 districts. 
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COIiCBUPO 
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lfm« of VtogrvBi UiilCitetieai AoMint AppraprUited for 078^ Pereent of 8Ut« FuMh Attontodi 
Pfagram DtfcrtjptkMb 



CoteidatloR of dttte and LoMl 
of School Dtotrlct Partidpttioo. 



Stafwv of RpogMn CMtf, 



A "bents pttpit" U c«tettUtft4 by aoletflyiitg ttM AUUS of m ollsibl* laoil aetMulaace 
canter bf m twigbciag factor (mo tablo). If tba vewleiog fn&aet is Ut^t than the 
mnimm alloiMd. tb« psaiuet im rodueed to cb* Mslam. Ths diffkrane* bteiwen tlw 
AMS of the aetendaacB center tod this coo^uted figure U the "bonta popila." 





Ovadet 1«6 or 1-8 


Koticletwnt 


Factor 


Waaiaaia Allowed 


0 to 20 


•How 2^ 


24 


20.1 to 90 


1.2 


55 


50.1 to 80 


1.1 


84 


80.1 to lis 


1.05 


120 


115.1 to 150 


1.04 


150 



AM 
Sntttleaant 



Cradeg or ' 



a to 25 


2.0 


40 


25.1 to 50 


l.« 


75 


SO.l to 75 


1.S 


105 


75.1 to 125 


1.4 


150 


125.1 to 150 


1.2 


m 


150.1 to 175 


1.1 


175 



CBS 22-50-U3o5 



S2,033>000 (OaS?») 



PTovid#t 40 pereent of a dittticts authorised ravemie bhaaa tinaa each pupil in exceaa 
of 3 percent or 3S0 (the leaaar) that the current year'a pupil count over the previoua 
year*a pupil count. 



State ahare t $2,033,000 
Local aharei 

Batent of Particioatlon i 32 diatricta 



CRS 22-S0<-ll3.3 



$6.400,000 (lol8») 



Providea $125 per 1970 cenaua per lov-incone child, plua current year UK child in 
exceaa of 15 percent of a diatrict^a attendance entitlement co^^ta It ia inportant 
to note that theae amiea are not required bjr atatute to be «pent on to«#/incottft AOC 
children* 



State rtiwe t $4,400,000 

Local ahare I ^ 

Eatent of Fart ictpai. ion i 140 diatricta 



CDR IBHT AIO PMGR4KS. ^•^-^^ 

STATE COMTtKSHCf RESERVE 
OUI 22^50^114 



$100,000 (Oa02») 



rrovidea paymnta to diatricta that can demonatrate need haaed ont 
la Financial eaergeociea cauaed by an act of God or financial emrgenciea ariaing 

- ^ ^ ^ — e J - ^^ttf ^ 



2< 
3. 
4. 



froii extraordinary probleaa in collection of taxea* 
Any contingency that couM Mt have been foraeen at the tian the budget tiaa 
adopted* 

CMta aaaociated irith iaolated attendance centera and not covered under **amatl 
attendanea center** funding a 

Financial burden cauaed by court and uelfare aaaigned pupila lAo fometly lived 
outaide the diatricto 



135 



136 



7» 



STATE suppoftT, tm-n 



COLOBAOO 



Mm« of Prosrsiti} Legtf Citotion; Araomt AppraprUtcd for m8-79{ P«re«nt of State WmS» AUM«t«dt 
Pt^pMB Dnorlptiofu 



$170,000 (0.03») 



Rftch BMrd of CfN>peratiw SenricM (BOCS) U a ^liAed iatemdUte opcming unit. 
80CS provide prograsM such ms ^ucation for lia&d£c«^«d chiUrMt v9C«tioruil 
•dueation, 9p4 other targetod program a« nail aa adminiatratiire aarvl^. 



Citetfatfo n of y ate nd Loeil Sharaa of 
of SotMMl Dittriot Paftloipatkxu 



PwUfani Coatt ttKlatit 



8ttt» t&«re t $10,000 per BOCS 

Ubol atmtm t Bcnaiaing cost of toporotiag dM BOCS 

B«tont of FTtieiooticw t 17 BOCS 



ERIC ' 
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PUBLIC SCSOOL WmsCB PSOOUMp 1978»79 



Joan H« Martin^ EA^Uon Service Specialist, Bor^ pf Braeareh. Planaiofi 
aad Ewiuatloa, served aa the State authoritjr for tue jkreparatioo am! re- 
vim of thia fa^ograa report* 



Selected Schc^l Finance l^ts 



The State provided ah eatioated 29 percent of State axa local 
^revmu'ea for public schools « 

State aid for current operatlona la provided aolely tbrouab 
annual apprq^iationa. In adoltlon taiUlco in proceeda 
fro© the aale of State honda were uaed for sctool building 
sranta. 

The equalization aid program ma funded at 10 percent of ita 
authorization level* 

In 1978-79, State general educaU<m aid varied betaiew $250 
per pupil in the tMalthiest tonn to $474 Ih the pooreat town. 
Both incoae and property are uaed in oeasm^ wealth. - 

Baployer contributions to the Teacher RetiroMnt Fund are made 
solely by the State and are not reported aa an aid pro^w to 
local units. These contributiona amounted to $66,141,581 
in 197S-79. 

A program in bilingual educatlc^ is the only new program 
funded by the State since 1975*76. 

In Horton v> Meskill 172 Connecticut 615, 376A.{2d) (359 1977 
affirmed a lower court decislcm that the existing school finance 
program violated the Cmnecticut Cc^^tltutlon^ Article 1, 
Section 1 and 20 and Article VIII, Section 1. The court con- 
eluded that because the present legislatiM topends ''primarily on 
a local prop«fty tax base without regard to the diiQianty in 
the financial ability of tte towns to finance an educatio^Md 
program and with no significant equalixing state supp<Mrt (it) is 
not •appropriate, legialation^ {Art. VIII, Section 1) to 
ia^lement the requirement that the state provide a suhstmitially 
espial educatlcsjal opportunity to Ita ymth in its free public 
elementary and secondary achoola.** 

Subsequently, the Cwtt set a deadline of May 1, 1979 for 
tbo General Assembly to adopt a cMstitutional school aid 
plan. On April 26, 1979t A new legislative program was signed 
into law, effective with the 1979-1980 school year. This new 
law is designed, to imrease State school aid bf $200 million 
over a five year period. . In the flrat yeai» $dO million in 
additional State aid will be i^vided. The State*s equali- 
sation aid proffw will be jtrengthened and SUte aid for 
special education and transportation will rrflect each town^s 
wiiity to support tbeae pro^w. 



10C6L SgFFORT 

1.. The State has 165 fisoaUy dependent school diz trlcts. 

J?* wqulre a lical contribution to the 
basic eq u a lis a t i on p r og r am . 

3. SchMl budgets are approved annually by taxpayers at 
regional sctool district or town meetings or by their 
represMtatives on City eounclla« 

4* The towns are not limited in the amount of ftmds lAlch 
can be raised for school purposes. 

5. for school buUding projects may not exceed four and 

one-hair times the anmial receipts from taxation for the 
previous fiscal year. 



Uo 



CONNECTICUT 



nte state Is itt tte stdst of « prosraa of rdasaea»«it 
of proptt^ via«i«9. Comwetleut Statates^ s«e. 10-2618, 
pMtHima tbat fiseal 198a<« mh nstbod <^ equallslas 
pppp«rty VKluM for statt o i fti c ation oqualisatloa granta 
b9 In plMO. That aotlxMt, iosma aa tte salea/aosass- 
flont ratip stu^, coaparas ttia asaasaod valuas to tJie 
aamog pricaa of fair oturiat aalas of real praperty, 
in each of tba 16» toiaia awl eltiaa ia Ceoneeticut, in 
order to obtain an ImJlcatlco of tba existing sales/ 
aasesaamt ratio in eadD lamieipality. These ratios 
sane tben used in Um eenputaUen of tbe BqualiiMd Net 
Grand Ust for the 169 awalclpallties. 




STATB sot POBT, I9T9-T9 



to 



ERIC 



<f Nmy o f PrafNoi} Ugtf dtatfont Amount Approved for 19T8-T9t Pw«ent of SUto Alloettodt 



TOfAL 

BASIC SPgrORT PaOORAMS 

PBS FtrPU AXD (StaCd Aid to Tmot) 
1(H2«0 thtovgh 10-265» lft-S3» 



$2»5. 34a^821 {100») 



92SO pmt pupil in rnvraga d«ily nK^rthip for ptibtie Mdiool pi^ilt* 
K«12 Kngiotuil Sckool Distrietc MMiip^ m ffMitional 10l» 



SOVCATtmAL aVALUATiai 
Sec* 10~26te 



S 40>000>000 



town's grmt aattdat is Afoal to tte protect of tbo ochool tm tmtm 
tiMO ttfto diffoTODoo bttiiioo tlw odjuotod ofuotisod not groirf list por capita for the 
torn at the ai^ty^f ifth parceiitile and the adjusted efiiatised mC grand list per 
capita of the tomit time the student pq^latioa of Um toim« plus oaeHialf of the 
total po|palatio&« Bach town ahall be paid » ammt equal to ita proportiooate share 
to the total ssouat^ 



PPPIt TMttaiBP IKSTRgCTIOTAL PMCBAM8 

SPBCIAL BWCATX08 
Sec* IC-Hs through g 



S 51.428.651 



C17*4«) 



tVo thirda of excees costs for educating handicapped and/or gifted children as 
defined in tne tau and regulations. Prograa is provided in the local public schoels. 
HoMirer^ pupils My be placed in public schools or nonpublic schools in another toun 
or State* 

Seco 10-76 g(b> Saceptional child applies to a child placed by any agency of the 
State in a group hoBs or foster hOM savsn sltematitpe to placenent in a Sesfth 
facility or Xnsritutioo* Plscemnt oust be msde by Bureau of Pupil PlacoMnt and 
Special Bducation Senrices. The SUte pays lOOK of net cost of Special Education 
according to a fc»>milao 



F«A« 78*588 Children pieced by «iy public agency vithout local involireMnt in a 
special education progrsa (;f fared by a child caring institutim. agency or schools 
The toun is relsibunMKl for progras costs in excess of the airarsga coat per pupil* 



Caleitfatlon <tf 8Ute Old Load aimt of Pre(p»m OoiM Brt^ 
w ocnool msmet rartiaipatittiu 



State rtiare t Grant Aaetmt 

L^c^^^^^r^ Bone ^ 

ttiUttt of Partictoation i 16S districts 

State Acre I IdOS 
Local rtiaret Bone 

S tent of Particinatimit 144 tomui at or belmr the 
tibi percentile will receive s grant during this 
fiscal year 



State rtMW> t Grant Aaoun t 

iocal share s Balance of coat 

Bntent of Particinatioo i 165 iistricts 



Us 



n 



UUWttCTllBI g 



SSlif ESiSLif** atitloiii Amawrt AivnprtaCed for I^T9t Hmi «f SUte Pun* ABoettedi 



CidtetdAtionctf SUteandLooidSiMkrtsof 
of MmmI OMri«t Pirttdptttten. 



PNgMB Oottt Burnt 



ERIC 



IMf •ebMl 4iMri^ with btgti mIimU tm^ifw k ot tuitiM ^id by tiMflN iMiii 

fiiittM di«rgi4 M • Mfidiiig diitriet mt to mMd «mr«g« per pupil cost for pr«vloM 
ytar for all tacoatery teiiool gr«to9 in rMaiving diatriet* 



RBGIOML B0OCAf XOH SSXTLCB CKBtSBB 
8m« 10-M««»1&-««« . 
F*A* 78-17 



QKanrm gbaets b» carbbr abd vocmoiML srkatxon $i^qoo^ooo (o.3»») 

78-220 " * ^ 

Miniam $1^000 per aeheol distriet or prerafciea of loeol to Stote oiirollM«t 



DIStoVASTASBD CBXUB8S (Public « 8espitbU«) 
10-2«6o-o» i-i 



$7>a53*414 (2.56%) 



Staet Aid to OiMdvoat«8^ Cbildroo (8A0C)t fho ontitlOMnt for Mcb torn io 
dctomiood by mltiplying tbo SUto appropriation by a ratio of tbo faadliea 
vith annual inaoaaa of laaa tban $4,000 in tho torn to the total nualbor of 
•iieb faailiaa in tba State and th^ ratio of tbe ntnber of faailiea in the tovn 
receiving aid to dtpendent cbildren to tiMi total aonbar of Bwh faniliea in tbe 
State* 

b» Intercoommity Contracta (Sac. 10-2MJ)l $250 in addition to tba ^r Fqpil 
Orant pod h coat of tranaportation up to $80> for eaid> child Mnt olit* 

U>cai boarda a^ly by January I for current ecbool year and include apecif i- 
cationa and eetiaated coeta o4( prosran with the tertification that fuada ao 
received ahall be uaad for the purpoeee apecified in tbe lav for public and 
noiipublic acboola in tbe teim* 

c# Special Education prograna and Other Municipal Purpoaea ($ec» 10-266K) Calcu- 
lation acM ae for SAOC (a; above) (teparate noniea» not included ebove) 



li4 



8tmU rtiaro i % tuition paid aendio« diatrict 

liocal ahMe t k of tuitim 

aiitent of Particinatieii t 14 centera 

102 diatricta 



btate abare i Grant Ameitfit 
liOcal aharet Balance of Coat 



State abaret Grant' Anount 



Local ahare > balance of Coat not set by State and 
Federal fuada 



Batent of Participation ! 165 diatricta 



Batent of Particiiwition i 169 tome 



lib 



SSJiS SSSJSiil*^ Citotiom Amount Appraprteted for »78-T9t Pomt <tf State FM Altoe«tod| 



BaZMGOAI. BDOCAXXOll 



teboot tfittriet itieli 20 or w>» atudnit* doainaat ia a stiigU IsaguoM otlwr than 
•tiidaata r*porc«4 to tbm Stat* Oopartaeat of Bdueatloa^. 



AOOLT BASIC BOPCATIOM 



$ 306.73 0 (0,y») 



Sac* lO-52» 10-67 thratigb 10-73a 



9 5 33.32 2 (O.lSt) 



FOPlt SmWtr 8£RVICEj^ 
TRAflSHmTATIOII 



$13#243»49:> (4*48%) 



Section I. CHit-M-tmrn Crater or Vo-T«ch School 

I cost or $200 per pupil iftlcUiver U Um* Xn-Tom Vo-Ag or Vo-Tech • 
* (ho. cost not to escood $30 p«r pupil « ^^tecn 

Section 2a Xa-Tom Blrattttary and StcoixUry School 

I coat not to oitCMd $30 per pt^il. 
Section 3o Oufof^Towi Tuhlic High School - for tomi without high schools 

\ cost or $35 per pupil idiichover ia graatero 
Saction 4* To Regional Scboola 

iiX of total coat a 

PoA* 78^111 • Pupila Raaiding on State Tax Bsei^t Property 
Pull coat» no limit* 



Cpteiilatloii Of State aiitf 



state rtiaret Variea according co fppnpriation 
Loeal aliare i Salaace of Coat 



State share t Grant Aaotmt 

Local thara t , BalaMa of Coat 

Extent of Participatlott i 30 MatricU 

State ahara t Grant Aaount 

Local ghare l Balance of Coat 

Bxteot of Particinaalon t 78 Diatricts 



State ahara t Grant Amount 
Local aharei Balatlce of Cost 



STATE WVffOKtf Wt-TO 



- - ■ - - - - .... - _ ■ _ _ _ 

tfftim (tf PrQgr«mi Ugii Citattoiii Amomt Appopiteted f or 187d^79| Pei««f^ 



X 

* - .. ..... ... 

S*etioA 10*76 f-^g SpMial Bdue«tiM fupilff toMd 00 tpMial lNi«e« w routes 
■ •i f ' - 

2/3 of ncoan eo«t# No dollar linit* If special ediieatioa ptipila* 
9X% I^e4 with regular ift«coim elMeatary aad aaoowtary i^qpils th^ reiad^rieBmit 
ia k the coat not ta'ascaetf $30 per pupil« 

CHOO mjTMTXOS PROCfUM (Scliool Limcb) S 1 ♦869^736 {0^&%) 

Sec. 10^215 thipm^ 1&-215C (Public & Hoii^lic) ^ 

Nateh Federal fumla 



DTSTRICT CgAfeACTERISTICS 

STATE OWNED/UASBO PROPEOTt - $1,326>393 <0*»5«) 

Sec* lC»-366» P«A« 74*267 

The aottunc by vhich the per pupil coat of edueatioa^ ioctudiog prorated share of 
payments on the principle of school bonds and ootesp exceeds the grants per pupil 
and taxes received for such property for the saw scbo«;^l year* 

Paymnts are for pupils i4)o reside on State property and those placed by a State 
agency in a group hoM and are enrolled in the local school district. 



CUKREKT AID PBOCIUHS^ N*E*C* 

GRANT m LIEU OF SOPSRVISCWY SERVICES S 144.904 (0*05;) 

Sac* la«159a 

h cost of operating sopenriaory services for the district as of June 30*1970 

For districts with less than 35 teachers receiving State services Ofi June 30t 1970* 



WMfPUSLIC PUPIL AID S5,S41>33<> (l>B7t) 

Sac* 10«2lSt 10^217a^ 10«*277» 10--2S1 
(for nonpublic Child Nutrition Program* 
Sec* tO-»21}; and Disadvantaged Children* 
Sac* 10<-266a* sac these grants above) 

For non-profit schools ¥ith a majority of the pupils enrolled residents of 
Connecticut* 

a* Health and Welfare Services ($4,470,352) 
Sec* 10^21 7a 

lOOX reinbursemnt for cost of specified health and uelfare services to non- 
public school pupils vhich are provided to public school pupils in the torn* 




\ 



Stete i^re» Grant Asmmt 

Local rtiarei Balance of Coat 

Extent of Part Icjpat ion t 1^003 Public Sdioola 

102 nonpublic Sdioola 



State ahare t ICKHt of net cost 
Local share t lions 



State share t Grant Aaxnmt 
" Loc^i share t Balance of Cost 

Extent of Participation i 30 school districts 

State ahare t lOOX 

Local share t Hone 

Extent of Parttcipation t 70 toims 



14& 



STATE OTPFORT, 1978-T9 COIBWCTtWT . ^95 



» yyyni jucgii ctti|tiOQ| Amomt AMNPopmtM for i97t»79t PMcmt itf Sttte raMi AUOMtMi 


" "'" ^' 

of 8eheoi IMstrtot Pwtlokpatton^ 


latitf Piogran Oostt Bklefit 


PupU TrasjtsportatiOQ CBcmpu&lie). ($1^0t2»484) 


, State tfMorat Grant AwiMfttt 




Toma shall proviite pupil tramtportatlm to iit^toim frnd^pTOfitt primita scbool# vith 
a Miority of pi^ilt onrollod voaidoots of Conotetteut* BOMVcrp tte town it not < 
ro^piirtd to oxpond mv thm double tbo oaoimt apont to trnoport public oohool 
pt^ito. 


Local sharai Balance of Coat 
Batant of Particiaationi 70 touna 


1) Xo^tom K-U trtooportation . ^ 
(Ste* 10*-281. FA 74-2S7) ^ 


♦ 




Calcttlationt k coat or $30 oer oupil-^^iehevar la laaa. 






2) Oat'^t^tmm &ig}i achool 






Toipoa that do not have a hiah achool shall provida ^11 traaaportatioii to , 
ottt**of'»toini ooD-prc2it high schools* ^* 


• 




(Tranaportatloii Syc* 1CK277) 




r 


\ coat or $3$ p0i popil-nhichevor is groatar 






3) To a eontiguoua school district 
P.A. 78-^278 


• 




Local or ragional boarda of educatim Provide transportation to State Board 
of Education approved no»-public elanentary and Mcondary schools not condoeted 
for profit located vithio the State of Conoecticutu providing fttada are not ro^ 
quested for any costs incurred for transportation b^ond a cottti^mis school 
district. 






Grant not to eacaad $3$ per pupil or a proration based on the nuabera of 
pupil transported to the State total transported* 




• 


CAPITAL snm^ pRMaiLiis 






SCwXHt WlXiDUH* AID 9 17»99o,loo (9<39a> 
See. 10-2S2 tbroti^ 10-292 

P.A 78-352 






TOWn oCOOOi UlSs^rXCCSI 


SUte share: 40X to 802 




40X to 802 of total eligible project and interest costs baaed on tiia 
covn s so J us ceo equaisaao oai. grana iist per capita for tne fOiioiting 
type school building projected 


Local share t 602 to 202 




a) Coaat ruction of new public alenentary and 
secondary achool facilltiea. 






b) Batensioo and/or alteration to an existing 
scn€K9 A sac i k ^cy • 






c) Purchaae of an exiating building for edu^ 
cational purpoaas* 






Hen (y^^ approved by the SUte Board of Bducation 





^ to 9SX of tota olisibU projMt mad intmtemt costo taMHl on tbe o«orow 
•dJii#to4 ofttAllMd Mt grand tUt por copiU of oneli aiMbtr torn vitliin the 
r#gion* 

g) C^crt^tioo of oov pAtie otoMotary and aoeoodftry oeliool fgeilitioo^ 

h) figconolon MMl/or gttovgtion to gn ggigting gefaoot f«eility« 
c) Furoliggo of go osioting koitding for edtieatioogl pirpogoa. 

3. SpocialiMd tebool Building Frojaata 

loot of nacaaaary eoat aa datomioad hf tbm state Board of Education. 

a) Conatnietion of a oav cooparativa ragiomil apacial adocation facility. 
( Sac t ion 10«*?6a> 

b) Batanaion aod/or altaration to an egiating fgeilitf for a coo^ratim 
ragional apacial aducation facility. (Section 10^76a> 

c) State aaaiatanca not to axcead $2^000^000 for cooperative ragional 
apecial education facilitiaa for each fiacal year. 

d) Cooatruction of and the raplaceaent or relocation of ragional ?o-Ag 
^ Cantor facilitiaa; State aaaiatanca not to exceed $300*000 for each 

fiacal year. 

e) Cooatruction of an Oecu]iational Training Canter; not to exceed 
$100»000 for each fiacal jrear. 

4. Site Acquiaition 

Site miat he approved hy the State Board of Education. 

a) Tom School Diatrictatt 

40X to BOX of the total eligihle coata aa determined hy the State Board 
of Education. 

h) Regional School Dlstricte: ^ 

»ot to eaceed BSX of the total eligihle costa aa determined hy the State 
Board of Education. 

5. **Hardihip** Loan or Grant i 

Aoount needed to cooq^lete conatruction. 



is. 



CidsHtatlea .f SUt* and Uml , 
of Seheci Distriat P&. Udpstton. 



«MM olr Pngram portt &tt«it 



Stat. »hax9 i lOOX 
local rtiwret Mom 



State 


share X 


40Z to 80Z 


Local 


aharet 


60X to 20X 


State 


aharet 


Up to 83X 


Local 


aharet 


15% plug 



15. 



8TATB StlPFOffTv 



ERIC 



lime ti Programf Ug«l Ctuttom Amomt Approprtelid for 10tt-79t PMwat of Sttte Pimdi AUoMtedi 



6# tnt«rMt Suteldyi 

taterMt ia rae^M of 4X 19 to 61 m local bowli issued* 

For thoM tclioot I^Uding projoett ^imo Ikmdo wte Uiued efcor July 1, 1971 » 
and tboM school teiildiog projects for which an plication for revisv of pre- 
liaioery plans Md specif ^catiMS was siibmitted prior to Oet<^r l» 197S9 ia 
ttia ease of ragiooal sdiotol distric s* 

^ « * 

7. Codas (handicapped » Fire Safety, Health) 1 

a) toim School Oistrictsi 

40X to aOS of total eligihle project and interest costs hased on the tom^S; 
adjusted equalised net grand list per capita. 



h) Regional School Districts t 



V 



Up to 8SX of totsl eligible project and interesr costs hased on the average 
adjusted equalised net grMd list per capita of each meoher toim within the 
jregion# 



CatoOathm 8Ute ndUoA Sham 
of SetiOQl Distriet ParttdpeUon* 



t54 









State 


shared 


40% to 80S 


Local 


share t 


60X to 20X 


State 


share 1 


Op to 8SX 


Local 


shares 


l^t plus 



is. 



PUBLIC soma, ftsmx pkkiak, 1978-79 



-•.w wuwncy r«r tiM ^r^«r«tiim md r«vlcw ef this pntgnm raperc. 



STATE SnPPWff 



»9prouimt^f 74 {Mremt or th* Sc«e^loe«l rcvuutM 
provtdM by tte St«e«* 
2. seat* ravmuM for pobllc •ebooU mtm provtd«<l by 

J. Th* Seat* hu no oqualtsed stuurmtoed aid progrm. 

*. Program for tha aevaroly amtaXly baadte^^Md. cba 
autlatU and tha daaf-^iUnd hava baaa laltlatad bT 
tha State ataea 1975-7*. «i*i:Msao oy 



1. 
2. 



-5. 
6. 



lha Stata fa ^ 
■cbool dlaerietal 



LOCAL SUPgQgl 

of 16 f ia«aUy liwf a paad t n t 



ApprostMtaly 90 parcaat of local ravaanaa ara fcoa 

W8-79. tha fellewlBg aeareaa 
proiridad tha mladart par capita taaaa l.U, taitioa 

0.6%, all ethar 4. it. 

*'7f:^» tha local school dtatrlcta ralaad $63,990,000 
for public aehool aoaa of ahieb aaa raaolrad aa a * '"^ 
eoBtributiofi to tha Stata baaie support prograa. 

4 dlatriet votar approval la raqt4rad for iacraaaioa 
tha aehool tax rata. ^ 

Thara ia no aaiciaua lavy or rata li«it for school purposas. 

School bond llait ia 10 pareoat of a school district *a 
tasabla property. 



ERIC 
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157 



STATE flOmBT. »T8-TO 



B8LI8MB 



ERIC 



liwyof gopm wtUgaiqttiom Amount Afftavriat«lforl»78-79| Pereontof 8t«te Ftn* AUoeatcdt 



TOfTAL 

B<tf ic soma nomm 

DimXQN X - «>LIRI B8 

oxTxsxn^ It - oliER costs 



8184.323.000 (tOQ.QO) 



S 99.040.000 (53.?3X) 



(Title 14 • Cli«pt«rs U 4 17 » Sebool of HeUmre) 



Instruct icmal staff Mlaries 
regular 



Pfepsrstion 



Tsadiar BtcperienccT 



Begittfier 
aaptmt 



No (tegree 
BaelMlor*s 


$ 8.269 


$10,971 


10 


8.810 


11.511 


10 


Bachelor's 


9,215 


11.916 


10 


♦ » hrs. 








Badislor's 


9,620 


12.321 


10 


♦ 30 hr*. 








Kaae«r*8 


9,890 


12.591 


10 




10,294 


12,996 


10 


♦ 15 bn. 








KMter*« 


10,700 


13,404 


10 


♦ 30 hra. 








NMter's 


10,971 


r. ''4 


10 


♦ 45 hrs. 








Doctorate 


11,240 


13.944 


10 



Teachers espleyed on 

extemled tera * » ^ ^ * • » 10 percent additional for each extra nmth. 



Adainiatration and supervision 
salaries • • 



Clerks t nurses t custodians » 
and school«^lunch 
es^loyees ^ • 

Scliool costs other than 
debt service and 
transportatiM 



Caleitetloii of State ifitf IioMi Sharei of 
of School DIstrlet Pwtloi^otlQiu 



state share t 100 percent of calculated asNwnt* Baaed 
on achedules 'fixed hf Im* 



liOcal rtiaret (feme* Federal funds for Public lair 874 



are not used to establish or reduce the aaount of State 
aid* 

attent of Participation > All 16 a^iool districts in 



the State* 



Instructional Onits 



Kindergarten • « * 
Blensntary grades < 

Secondary grades • 



Scheduled aiaount per position from a separate salary 
schedule • 



Allowance as per appropriate separate salary schedule. 



Funding for Divisions I » IX » and XIX is based upon enroll-- 
ment on Septesd^r 30 with funding units as follows t 



1 4mit each 46 pupils* k day attendance. 
1 unit each 24 pupils* grades 1«3* 
1 unit each 25 pupils* grades 4^. 
1 unit each 20 pupils* grades 7-12* 



is. 
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STATE SUPPOST. 1978-79 



S^iSf SaJSJi*** ^••**«>» Anwuat Appropriated for »T8.79, Pmnt of State Fmte AUoeated^ 



£S*?}* «w"liy H«««l««PP«i 1 unit for Mch 15 irapils 

Socially or BtotioiMlly 

t*ISlS!"J5**K;,;j l unit for «ich » pupiU 

t^in* W««bilitio« 1 twit for each 8 i^il» 

X:*i!.L I tmle for each 8 pupiU 

*ns:2iSse'iLSKii:!5^ i ««it for eS ; sjiS: 

Orchop^ieally Bamticiq^ 1 unit for each 6 mioila 

JSuilj JJSJ*^ * 1 unit for each IQ^iU 
SlJuiw "if I unit for a«:h 8 pupil. 

1 unit for each 4 ^iU 

HowbouiHl . Cost paid by State 

vocational Education (B,^. $15.W3.817) 

OmSIfW II - OTHER COSTS *» i«a 

?Z,I«i per unit 

BQUALIZATMM (OmSIOM III) S4 531 000 O AM) 

<TitU U, Chapter 17, School Law ?»|531,000 (2.46» ) 

of Delaware) 



B<|uallsation o; •ichool Support 



$l»500 per unit, aaount authorised. Local share baaad on full valuation of real 



PPPIL TARCBTSO IWSTRDCTITOAt PROGRAMS 

special Education ^ p^j^ g„pj„^^ Program 

vocational Education See Basic Support Programs 

PPPIL SOPTORT SERVICES 

TMNSPORTATIOH 14. Ch. 29, Sees. 2901-2904 810 625 000 7«1J 

th. 31. Sees. 3102-3104. Delaware Code ?10,625,000 ($.761) 

Annotated. Revised 1956 

Elenentary pupils (K-^) eligible if over one mile from school; secondary pupils 
eligible if over tvo miles from school. . « «y pupiis 



Citeitettoa of SUte tad UMI Shaiwof Prwnm Cmu fiKtmt 



State shares iOQ percent of the oaount authorised mimia 
the local ahare except that in no case ahall the State 
share be leas than 10 percent nor oore than 90 percent 
of the authorised ammmt* 

Local ahye i 

District fu ll valuation per mmil ^ . ^ 
State full valuation per pupil ^ ^ ($1,500) 

Extent of Participation : All districts 



State share: 100 percent of contractual obligation 
except for students enrolled at special schools o 

Local share: Nonop except for students enrolled in 
special schools t^iere districts pay total cost. 

Extent of Participation : All districts* 



"4 



STATE SUPPOST, 



n 



ERIC 



H«m* of Pragrami Ugsl CitatkMi Amowit ApfMprUted for 1978>79t Percent of State Mb Alloeeted) 



EMPLOYES KREFITS 



S28>396>000 (15>»1») 



(riC4» p!ttuiioii« Blue Cross) 






CtmREKT AtD PROGItAHS. N.E.C* 






(Annual Budget Act) 


$ 1.584 .(MO 


(0.86Z> 


I^ARXMBMT STAFF & AOMINISTKATIOM 


^ 1^593.000 


(0.86Z) 


OTHER SERVICES TO SCHOOLS 

(Hoawbound, Teacher Subititotea, Conirater Bduc.» 
Dat-^d. Sci., Pregnant Students. Testing, Vork 
Sttdy* Filaa* Hon-PuHie Driv. Educ.. Touth Org.. 
Bduc. Coapaet.) 


$ 1.439.000 


(0.78X} 


tm~¥m.tC TRANSFCRXATIOl 


^ 1,848,000 


(l.OOX) 


CAPITAL SUPPORT PR0(3iAMS 






DEBT SERVICE 


$19,637,000 


(10.65X) 



(State Share of Cone t ruction) 



SCHOOL EOILDItrc MAXNTENANCS AND 
MIHOR CAPITAL PROGRAM 

($l9983»000 provided in FY *79 Bond Act. not part of current operations budgeta) 
This aoMHint represents the anticipated proceeds of hond sales* 

Requirements for Mrticipation ; Approval of projects by State Board of Education. 



is 



CaladAttoti of State and Uied Slisi^B of Progr^ 
<rfSrtiool Distrlet Parttdpatioiie 



State share : IM percent of calculated a»»unt« 
Local ahatet None 



State ahare t 60 percent of del>t service for approved 
construction for all districts « Special and Vocational 
school construction is lOOX State funded. 

Local share : 40 percent of debt service incurred by a 
school district* Special and Vocational school 
construction i« lOOZ State funded « 

Extent of Participation: All districts. 



State share : 60 percent of costs incurred for nlnor 
capital improvements . 

Local ahari : 40 percent of costs incurred for minor 
capital ifffirovemettta • 

Extent of Participation : All districts 
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FLORIDA 

imiC SCHOOL PIHAHCS PROORAM, 1978-79 



mtiif^ Administrator, Planning, Reaearch and Evaluation. 

Division Of Public Schools, served as the State authority fortS 
preparation and review of this prograa report. 



Selected School Finance Facta 



I. 



2. 



3. 



5. 



STATE SUPPCfRT 



Approxiaiately 51 percent of the State-local revenues for 
elementary and secondary schools were provided by the 

state appropriations have been providefl annually hut 
starting in July 1979 appropriations irtll be oade .>n 
a biennial basis. For FT 1979, the sources of school 
funds viere aa follows: General Revenue Fund 88%. 
Federal Revenue Sharing 5X, State School Trust oU%. 
Public Educaticm Capital Outlay/Debt Service Trust 6%. 

The SUte's basic aid equalization program guarantees 

P**** *«»iShted full time equivalent pupil 
^^T6.). This guarantee anount is |899 per FTE 
exclusive of local district cost differentials. 

The State reports that its equalisation progran has 

^f^^^'^l^fS:!: disparities aa>ong school districts. 
In 1975-76 tbe difference in expenditures between 
the highest spending district ($877) and the lowest 
spending district ($719) amounted to a 22 percent 

^ 1978-79, districts spent fr«a a high 
of $1,058 to a low of $897, and the expenditure 
disparity waa reduced to approximately 18 percent, 

aince°1975^7f P''°sraias have been funded by the State 

. otudent Development Servricea 

. State Compensatory Education Supplement 

. School Volunteer Program 

. Law Education 

. Kducation Iinprovenent Grants - for district 
projects on school-based roanagaaent, district 
and ochool advisory commltteos and school 
volunteer programs. 



LOCAL SgPPORT 

1. The State hss 67 fiscally Independent school districts. 

2. All local receipts are provided by property taxes, except 
for minor fees paid for adult vocational education 
amounting to $4,787,030 in 1978-79. 



3. 



5. 



6. 



Counties may appw^lon all or part of the receipts of horse 
and dog racing to their sd»ol boards. 

Estimated total local school revenues for 1978-79 are 
$877,666,000. Of this a»oont, $708,851,071 Is the local 
contribution to the basic equalization program and the balance 
is estimated leeway revenue. 

The State required a 6.4 mill levy fo- participation in the 
basic support program. The maximum board levy without voter 
®SSrfr^ approval is requlretf for any 

fiddltional levy up to the constitutional limit of 10 mills. 
This maximum may be authorized for a two year perltod. 

Florida State Board of Education Rules limit bonded indebtedness 
to 10 percent of the ncnexempt district valuation and the 
ffinortijsation period to not 'more than 20 years except with 
specific approval of the State Board. 
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STATB WPPORT, 19T8-7S 



«3 



H9m0 of Provrtmi Ugal Citatkm; AimHmt Appropriated for 1978*79i Percent ot SUte Pumto Alloe«tft4| 
Program D^seriplioru 



Cilctdattoi of State and Loetf Shares Program Coati Batent 
of Seho<A Diatriet Partteipation* 



$l,36a.l97.6W ( XOW) 



$ia61f 449^028 (a4>89t) 



TOTAL 

BASIC SPPPORT PMOUMS 

FLORIDA Em7CATX(»9 FXKANCS PROORAH (FBFP) 
Ujsal Authoriaation; Section 236.012 - 
236 .6d» Florida Statutea 

Raaa Studant Allocation 

The baae atudent allocation (BSA) ia deterained annually by the Legislature. For 
19?S-79» the aSA ia set at $899. Bowever» RSA may change depending on atudent en« 
rollaient and level of program funds* 

Diatrihution of State funds takes into account: 







K-12 


Adult 


1. 


fttll'-'tine equivalent member in each 
program; multiplied by 


Yes 


Yes 


2. 


the cost factor for each program; 
multiplied by 


Yes 


Yes 


3. 


the base student allocation; plus 


Yes 


Yes 


4. 


the sparsity supplement (not funded 
in 1978-79); omltiplied by 


Yes ' 


Yes 


5. 


the district cost differential; plus 


Yes 


Yes 


6. 


the minimsm level funding 


Yes 


*Yea 



^Vocational Adult Supplemental not considered 

Determination of full-time equivalent membership 

During eacU of several specified school neehs during the fiscal year, a program 
membership survey of each school is made by each district by aggregating the 
full-time equivalent student membership of each program by school and by district* 



State ahare for the support of public education is 
determined in tbe'folloirtng manner: 

1. From the basic amount for current operation (deter- 
mined in steps 1-6 in the column to left) subtract 
the required local effort. 

2* To tiie remainder idiieb ia the State share of the 
baaic current operation; add 

3* the categorical program funds; add 

4. any special allocations due; afd 

5* the constitutional capital outlay and debt service 
funds* 

The result is the total State allocation to public 
schoola. 

Reyiired local effort s The amount that each district 
shall provide (required local effort) toward the coat^ 
of the Florida Education Finance Program is calculated 
in the following manner « 

Annually, on or before July 10, the department of Reve«» 
nue shall certify to the Coamiss loner of Education its 
most recent estimate of noneaempt assessed valuation of 
each school district for th current calendar year 
baaed on*the latest available data Stained from local 
property appraisers* Upon receipt of these data, the 
Comisaioner shall calculate each diatriet^s local re* 
quired effort by coaqputing 9i% of each diatrict*a non- 
exempt assessed valuation and multiplying the product 
by the mil lege rate prescribed in the annual (ieneral 
Appropriations Act. Additionally, an amount equal to 
$120 per adult vocational education umieif^ted FTE is 
added to and becomes part of each district's local re- 
quired effort* 

In 1978-»79 district local required effort is 6.4 mills 
for the R-12 program and $120 per unweighted vocational 
FTE for adult program* 

Estimated local contribution^ $708,851,071 



o 
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STATS soppoBT» m^n 



Jwm ^ n;^^mt Ugit Ctuttom Amoimt Approprwattd for t978-T9i Wwemt of State Fimh ABotttedt 



Ptogrn cott factor 
Buio Progrms 



Riodorgartra mad Qt^m t» 2^ and 3 
Gradaa 4» 5» 6» 7» 8» asul 9 
Gradaa 10^ 11 » and 12 
Bthieatimal AlUniaeivoa 

Spacial Prograas (or btcaptioaal 8t?udeiitat 

Bdiie^lt MO tally ratardad 
Ttainabla taeatallf ratardad 
Fbyaically haadieappad 
Fhfiieal t occupational tlierapy» 

part^tioa 
Speaeh and baaring tliarai^« 

part-tiM 
Oaaf 

VioMllf handlcj^wdp part-tim 
Viaually handicapped 
Eaiotionally diaturbad^ part^-tina 
Bttotiouily diaturbod 
Specific laaming diaability^ 

part-tiaa 
Specific learning disability 
Cifted» part-'tiae 
fospital 4 hombouiMly part«»tiaa 
Frofouadly handicapped 

Special Vocational**Tachnical Prograna 
^ Job Preparatory: 



Vocational 
Vocational 
Vocational 
vocational 
Vocational 
vocational 



Education I 
Education II 
BducatioQ III 
Education IV 
Education V 
Education VI 



Special Vocational-Technical Prograna 
<^ Adult Supplemental t 

Vocational Education I 
Vocational Education II 
Vocational Education III 
Vocational Education IV 
Vocational Education V 
Vocational Education VI 

Special Adult Cenaral Education Prograaa: 
Adult baaic education and adult high school 



Coat Factora 

1.234 
1,00 
1.09 
2.00 



2.26 
2,91 
3.40 

6*47 

9.19 
3.92 
10.48 
3.54 
6.98 
3.59 

6.68 
2.33 
2,91 
14.14 
15,00 



3»76 
2.44 
2*03 
1.6! 
1.44 
l.p6 



3.01 
1.95 
1*62 
1.29 
1.15 
.85 



1.21 



rumssk 



Ctteulatton of State and Loeal _ 
of Sehool District Partidpation. 



Sham (tf Prograni Cortt Bdant 
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STATS SUPPORT, M78-79 



MftRitt at Ptogfftnii Linl Ctt^lkiftt Aniotmt Afioranrifttcd tot 19?8*79t Pwc^nt ^ ftftte PiBidi AttoMteA 


Caleiilatton of State and Local Stereo oTPfoi 
of Sehodi Distrlet Partidpfttloiu 


ipam t?s8tf Balmiit 


For 1978«*79 appMprlated progrm teller* mm e«lcttUl«4 at fdlloMt 






Vmm iffkfd Ite i^Ced 
Members Mrabers • Dollars 




# 


aaaic Program 1^379^849 U517t«04 1.364,919,105 
Bxcaptional 54 ,769 224^792 2U2>175»206 
Vocational Jo^ 

Fra^ratory 144,585 287tl06 25S»219t828 
Vocational - Adult 

SuFFlMontal 7tft30 12,650 11,377,160 
Adult Baaic and High 

School 30,945 37,444 33.676,743 


> 




a The Weightad Full^Ti^o Equivalonta are the maxijmim number authorized in each category, 
ioeludea the required local effort of $708,851,071* 

Does not ineludet 1) Adjustment for district cost differential of $4,340,376 

2) General and transitional categorical programs 

3) Prior year adjustments 






District cost differential ($4,340,376) 






The Commissioner of Education annually comimtes the cost differential for each district « 
In calculating the different iald^, the Ccoaiiasioner obtains the Florida Price Level Index 
for the laost recent 3 years. The average 3-year indeie for each district is used as the 
base in calculating the cost differential » In 1978-*79, range from a loir of .9412 to a 
high of 1*0716. 








State support: The sparsity supplenenC 


is not funded 


Annually, in an amount to be determined by the Legislature through the General Appropri- 
ations Act, there shall be added to the basic amount for current operation of qualified 
districts a sparsity supplemeuc. The index of extra cost to school districts due to 
»pMXP4tj OK |wpj.jL |^|n*44ii. ion xor «qu*vaioMfc eoucacxonax f^rogr ans snaiJi oe compuceii as 
follows 


in 1978-79. 

« 




SMt.it, f«tor - ^^^^ 

sparsity index 
of the district 


* 

« 




Districts vith a sparsity index of 1,000 or less shall be computed as having a sparsity 
index of 1,000 and districta having a sparaity index of 7,308 and above shall be cooi*- 
puted as having a sparsity factor of 0» 

Tbe district sparsity index thall be computed^ by divi4ing the total number of full-time 
Amft4«*AiAM*> **>tft4M<»tt In All AM^rflBA in the district bv the nufldMir of senior high school 
centers in the district, not in excess of three. The senior high achool centers are ap- 
proved es permanent centera by a survey made by the Department of Education. 

170 ^ 


* 
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8TATB mmiet, 1979-79 



piragram 0«£^?ton!'^ <^*t«tionj Amount ApproprUtod for !97»-79| Ptereent of Stat« Prntb Alloe«ted| 



ERIC 



IttoisMil twml funding 



Ihm siniiBua l«vel of fimdif^ for 1978-79 Mtures that thm A>lUr mmmt Mr im** 
mlghttfd PTE ftMh 4i«etiet is allocated irill b* at Itast 107 M% ot ebt Mount 
receitred par umfaiglitad m in 1977-78. ttowmr* a dUtriet idiMa ifaalth (aa- 
•esMd iraluatira) per mUt^ed tXE ia 20t graafar tHaa tba Stata avarag* mmlth 
p«r wi^tad FIB ia ootaligTbU for oo-loM futdifig.. Four diatticta ara inali- 
gibU ^«Md MlalF on naalth par iwightad FTBo .liaaa diatrieta anroll 38,S52o54 
uaaal^tod FtB. Stata atara^ it n»249 par utmti^tad FTOo 



^ial aducatioa * Saa Basiv Support Progrte 

Vocational CKlucatfon sa« Basic Support Progran 

Adult education Sea Basic Support Progrsn 

MASfmrtC jm WSSXmCB CEHTEBS $ 652^965 

lagal Atttliori8itioDi Sactioi: 229.832» 
F1 )rida Statutas 



(O.OSX) 



BASIC SKILLS m> FtmcTIOHAL LITBSACT COKFEBSATORir 

SQPPLBHBirr 
Ugal Authorisation I Section 238.088, 
Florida Statutos 



$28>500,OQQ 



(1.94B) 



Caloiilatlon of SUta and Local 8hir«8 Ot PMgt^ 
of 8ehoolDiatrietP«atie^atioiio 



Batant of i warttcipation i 8 districts uith FIB of 
iOUiU are aiigiila. 



SupploMutsl funds sra provided to each school district to be used for the sola purpose 
of ptcviding direct reaedial instruction to those students in the K-12 progrsa vho have 
need of special educatinnal assistance in order chat their level of educational attain^ 
asnt nay he raised to that appropriate for their ogOo 



LAH WUCklim FH06BAM 

Ugal Authorisation* Section 633o0815, 

Florida Statutes 



This progrsa provides funds on .a grant basis to districts and, individual schools for 
estahlishsient of lai# education prograas« Local matching funds are not required* 
houevar» priority shall be given those progrsns which provide for coordination with 
other agencies and organisations concerned with law education or vJt'h the criminal 
and juvenile justice system of the State of Florida. 



(Oo02») 



DtSmiCT BNVIBOmBBTAL ^JmAVLOH FROQUN $ 283^313 

Leg-l Authorisation: Section 229.805S/ ' 

Florida Statutas 

the program provides the stimslus nong students, teachers » and administrators for a 
new aitareoess of man^s relationship to his environment. Bach school district may 
submit program project proposals to the Department o Distribution of funds is o >i 
approved project basis. In practice » all 67 school districts participate ia tha pro- 
gram. Project fundins, ranges from $500 to $10,000. 



State share s Tha su^lraent is provided in Stata funds 
to Florida's 67 school districts* F^mds are allocated 
proportionately to each school district on tha basis of 
the number of students in grades 3, 5, 8, snd 11 abose 
scores on tha statdlrida student ai;sessmettt teats ara at 
tha 25 th percentile or belouo 
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^ 5^^' Citation! Amount Apfvopriated f<^ t978**79| PereMt of Stata Fundb Alloeata^fc 
Program Dasoriptiofu 



Caleidatim of State and Loeal aiaras of Profram Coati Bxtant 
of School DiatrietPartietpatioiu . 



PCTIi SPFPORT SERVICES 

STtmiKT THAHSmiATION 

Ugal Authorisatioas Seeiloo 236»083« 

Florida Sfcatueea 



$51,520.415 0.77%) 



Each diatrict h« a unique at lovable per student coat derived from several factors* 
these factors include annual cost data^ bus odleage. ]»oth loaded and unloved. The 
cost factors used in determining alloimMe per student cost vill be revised annually 
by the DepartMnt. Additionally* the State Board may >r»it an allowance of 15^ per 
mile for transportation of jlsolated studsats in passenger cars. 

Calculation of a district transportation allocation considers public school students 
vfao: 

1) Live 2 miles or more frm school; 

2) Are physically handicapped - regardless of distance to school; 

3> Are vocational or exceptional students transported from one school 
center to another » 



COMPREHENSIVE HEALTH SIMXIATXm PROGHAM 
Legal Authorisation: Section 233*067« 
Florida Statutes 



$ 1*016,709 (0.085) 



The program is dec ted to foster development and dissemination of educational acti- 
vities and materials iihich vill assist Florida students* teachers, and administrators 
in the perception, appreciation* and understanding of health principles and problems. 



STUDEKT imVELOPMENT SERVICES 

Le^al Authorisation: Section 236*089* 

Florida Statutes 



$16*706,156 (1.22%) 



Student development serviced may include any or all of the following: career educa- 
tion* elementary guidance counselors, occupational specialists, and placement 
spec ialiats<. 



INSTRUCTIONAL MATERIAL^ 

Legal Authorisation: Section 236.122, 

Florida Statutes 

For support of lC-12 instructional materials. 



SCHOCML LUNCH PROCRAH 

Legal Authorisation: Section 228.195, 

Florida Statutes 



$20*001,419 (1.46X) 



$ 3*953^239 (0>29%) 



i74 



State share : The transportation allocation to each 
district is calculated by multiplying each district's 
allovabte per student cost by the nuadNir of transported 
students. 



State share : Allocations to each diatrict are made on 
a project basis aiuf vithio the amount appropriated an- 
nually by the Legislature. While local matching of 
State funds is not required* local districts are urged 
to use funds appropriated for this purpose from all 
sources* Federal* State* local* and private. 



State share : The Dep'^rtment of Education shall alio** 



cate an amoun*: prescribed annually by the Legislature 
to each district in the same ratio as the unvei^ted 
FTE meod^ership in established program categories. 



State share : The amount allocated to each district is 



calculated using per FTE allocation factors established 
annually by the Legislature in the General Appropria- 
tions Bill. For 1978-79. the per FTE 4 locations are: 

1) Groirth - $51.23 

2) Maintenance - $21.60 



State share : To meet matching requirements under the 
Federal school lunch program* 
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STATE SUPPORT* l»7»-79 
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N«n« ol Pvognnnt Lflgal dtotioftt Amount Approfiriatad for 1978-78) P«re<mt of State Pumh Alhwstodt 



ERIC 



DISTRtCT CaARACmiSTICS - 

Mttrlct cwt difftrential See Basic Support Progran 

Sparaity Factor * . * $ee Basic Support Program 



CURREHT AID PR0«mM8> S>B.Co 

cmsmtt scBoois 

Legal Author iaat ions Section 228«^071» 
Florida Statutes 



S l.8>6>000 (QoUX) 



The coommt ty school proaotes a more efficient uae of school and other public fw^ili- 
ties throu^ ao extenaioo of r^rsoanel* hulldings* and e^i|jaento The State *8 tole 
is to provide leadership and financial support by encouraging and assisting local 
school districts » Funds in support of the program are distributed to school dis- 
tricts on an approved grant basis* The Florida School for the Deaf and Blind is also 
eligible for consideration in gr«mt ai#ards» 



BWCATIOMAI tMPROVEMBjrr GRANT PROGRAM 
Legal Authorisation! Section 
Florida Statutes 



$ 5018860 



(0>04%) 



This program provides funds for (Educational improvement projects originating at the 
school district. 

Exas^ltts of activities which could be funded include: school management improvementt 
school advisory committee improvementt end school volunteers. 



CAPITA!* wUPPORT PROGRAMS 

COMPRBHBHSIVB SC!KX>L CGfiiSTRUCTIDN 



$ 83>S64>S09 (ftollX) 



Article XII. Section 9(a). of the Costltution the State of Florida and Section 
23$«43$. Florida Statutes, provide comprehensive school cmstruction and debt set^ 
vice funds to Florida school districts. 

For 1977*78. $66,989,779 was allocated for approved capital outlay projects for 
school districts. Of this amount $1,500,000 is for projects for the trainable 
iientalty retarded, severely mentally retarded, deaf, and physically handicapped. 
In addition. Cor 1977-78. $23,568,989 was allocated for approved capital outlay 
projects for designated area vocational*-technical centers. 



176 



CalmitethKi oi Slate and Loral SDares of Program Costi Extent 
of School Dlstriet PwHidpatim. 



State share t The State funds approved programs at 
$6,000 per Mmmunity school annuatly or one half of 
the community school *s coordinator's salary, whichever 
sume is less. 



S»ate share t The program is on an approved grant basis 
and does not require district matching funds. The Com* 
missioner of Education is tba approving authority for 
district grant proposals and may direct funding of 
grants at a l^vet of no less than $500 and no more than 
$5,000 per grant from funds appropriated. 



The annual allocation to each district is determined as 
follows: 

(1) Determine the cost of the projected school plant 
needs, the five year projected debt service needs 
on vot^;d ad valorem bonds, and the expenditures of 
ad valorem taxes in excess of 10 mills for each 
district for the past five years. Funds budgeted 
frtm current ad valorem tax revenue will not be 
considered in determinir^ the unmet need. (See 
Section 235.435 (I). F.S.) 

(2) Determine the projected additional resources avail' 
able under the provisions of Section 9(d). Article 
XII of the State Constitution as amended in 1972. 
and the projected aoioun^ available to each dis«* 
trict frcHs other f tad sources allocated for school 
plants. 
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STATE SUPPORT* 1978-T9 



Sfim^ 5???'^! Cltattom Amount Apfvoprteted for 1978-79| P^remt of Slate Pimb AUocatodt 
FKJgram Desertpttoiu 



Article Xlt, Sect 1cm 9(d), of the Constitution of the State of Florida provides 
oapital outlay md debt service funds for school districts* It specifies that 
the first proceeds of the revenues derived from the licensing of motor vehicles 
shall be distributed annually aaong the school districts in the ratio of the 
number of Instruction units* These funds may be pledged for the payment of 
State Board of Education bonds* 



PLQBXDi 



Catetilatioii of State and Loeal Shares of Program Coiti Bxtent 
Sehool DtatHet Partieipatioiu 



(3) Firm the coats of th0 projected sehool plant 
and 5«year projected debt servlca needs on local 
bcsMt Issues for eadt district subtract the pro-^ 
;fected additional resources avallaWLe and add the 
expmdlture of ad valorem taMs in excess of 10 
miUa. The result represents the estimated cost 
of unf^uKted school plant and dktbt service needs 
for each district « 

(4) The funds are allocated to the respective dls« 
tricts in prc^rticm to their percentage of the 
State total of unfunded school plant ai^ debt 
service needs. 



For distribution purposes, the 1967-68 school fiscal 
year nas established as a base year witii districts 
receiving $6W per instruction unit up to the 1967-68 
total and $800 Instructlm unit for those units 
above the base. The units beyond the base are deslg* 
nated ^gronth units." 

Section 236.602(1), Florida Statutes, specifies the 
proc«!ures for coerputlng Instruction units frow PTE's. 
The number of current Instructicaii units in districts 
is cooputei^annually by the Department by multiplying 
the nucober of full-^tliae equivalent students in each 
district by the program cost factors (Section 236.- 
081(1) (c)^ Florida Statutes) and dividing by twenty- 
three, except that all basic program cost factors 
shall bi <me, and the special program cost factors 
for hospital and homebound part-time ai;d for adult 
community service shall be zero. 

Any portlcm of the fund not expended during any fiscal 
year may be carried forwar-d. 
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PUBLIC SO^L FINAICE PROGRAM » 1978-79 



CaI Adaoson* fasociate State Superlntenddaf » ti^rvod as tha State authority for tha 
preparation and review of this progran report* 



Selected School Finance Facta 



ST ATE SUPFQR T 

Th<» ^tat^ provided an estimated 64 percent of the State- 
local revenues for elementary and secondary public schools* 

2. State funds for public schools are derived solely from 
annual appropriations. 

3. The Adequate Prograa for .ducat ion In Georgia (APEG) is 
the State *s basic education program adopted in 197S. It 
was anticipated that the full funding of its various 
provisions were to occur as State revenues grew, to date* 
it has not been fully funded* 

4. All homesteadn in Georgia qualify for a $2*000 exemption. 
Mure substantial exemptions are granted to disabled 
vt^terans and homeowners aged 65 and over. An additional 
statewide exemption for homeowners aged 62 and over 
applies only to assessments for county school district 
levies for maintenance and operation, 

J. Thf fallowing are new education programs funded by the 

St4te Hlme 1975-76: kindergarten; compensatory educa^'ion, 
injit ruot ional aides for primary grades and funds for 
building renovations. 

^. In tho luurt 4:ase^ Thomas v. Stewart , filed in 1973, the 
pl.ilntiff (haliengen the State system of funding education 
.in»1 vlalms It violates the State constitution. It Is 
alleged that the property taxes are raised and expended 
111 I m»tifi»rally neutral manner* The case is awaiting 



LOCAL SOPPORT 

1. There are IS9 fiscally independent and 28 fiscally 
dependent school districts* 

2. Approximately 98 percent of local revenue ^or independent 
districts is raised through local property taxes* 

3. Local revenues raised for public schools amounted to 
$5S8» 734^487 in l978-79*0f this amounttthe required 
local contribution to APEC amounted to $78. 550.000. 
The balance of the funds are unetjualixed local leeway 
revenues . 

4. The minimum State required levy for participation in 
the basic support program is 2-1/2 mills. The maximum 
board levy without voter approval is 20 mills. Any 
additional levies require a simple majority vote of 
the district voters. 

5. A district's debt limit is equal to 10 percent of the 
assessed value of a districts* property. 
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STATE SUPPORT* 1978-79 



CEOSCIA 
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iSfUl'*' tl^"**. Cltatlonj Amount Appropriated for 19?8-79t Pereeot of State Pimd> AUoeatedt 
mgraiB uesertptkm. 



ERIC 



TOTAL 

MSIC SUPPORT PROGRAM 

ADEQUATE PROGRAM FOR EDUCATION IN GEORGIA 
{Chapter 32-$A» Acts 1974, p. 1045) 

Tt»achera* Salaried) 
(12-6 56a) 



$677,941,031 (78>87g> 



Teacher Training . 


Amount 


vlth 




Min. 








Exp. 


8a4'helor*s degree 


$8590 


$11597 


NaHter*9 degree 


9707 


13315 


6-yr. certificate 


11725 


15033 


7-yr. certificate 


12971 


16751 



Hchedtilt' as adopted by the State Board of Education. 



Teacher Units 

Gradea 1-2 O2<-610a) 1 teacher unit for each 20 pupils in ADA 
Gades 3-12 {32 -610a) 1 teacher unit for each 25 pupils in ADA* 



($397*986,790) 



Special Education (32-605a) 

Alditlonal teacher units allotted on a parfty fortmila* 



($54«246«426> 



Student Services ($67,749,583) 

Support, administrative and supervisory personnel [curriculum direcf^rs, 
viHitlng teachers, principals, librarians, counselors, etc*) (32--6?0a) 32-620a;) 

I - personnel unit for each 200 pupils in ADA* 



Caleulatim of State and Loeal Stares ^ Piwram Coatt Bttant 
of School Diatrtet Partieipatiim. 



State share ? Calculated amount minus local share* 



local Share ; Under the APBG Act the local ayatesa of 
the state absorb a portion of the cost of the Adequate 
Program for Educatim. Each syatms in Cpeorgia shares 
in the coat of the Adequate Program for Education 
according to the follonring formula: 

The State Board of Education calculates amtually the 
amomt of funds that each local unit of adminiatration 
shall be required to raise to support its Adequate 
Program for Education in Cteorgia* Effective for the 
1975-76 school year^ beginning 7-1-75, and for each 
year therea.cer. the amount of such funds to be raised 
by each local unit of administration shall be calcu- 
lated by multiplying the total equalised adjusted 
school property tax digest of each local unit of 
administration by a percentage factor selected to 
produce a statevide required local effort of 
$78,550,000. The State Auditor shall furnish to the 
State Board of Education the sums of the current 
equalised adjusted school property tax digests. The 
sums of the current equalised adjusted school property 
tax digests, as shown on the State Auditor*s P^tio 
Study Reports, which are due on November IS iooedi- 
ately preceding the beginning of a school year shall be 
used to make the calculations required for each school 
year. 

For the 1978-79 year Basic APEG items amount to 
$756,491,031. The total required local effort for all 
systems is $78,550,000, The state pays the remainder 
of the cost of $677,941,031* Each system's required 
local effort i i compnted as explained above. 

extent of Participation : All districts* 
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STATE SUPPORT, 1979*79 



Ntme of Progrtmi Ugal CiUtion; Ammmt ApproprUted for 1978*79| PwmX of State PuMb Alloeatedi 
Progrtm OeMrtiMttoiu 



Ritulargartm ($23,997,175) 
(32^7a) 

Pimds art allotted for teaching imits. 

laatrwctional Madia , ($16,088,993) 

$W0 for each teacher unit allotted for grades 1^12 and 
apaelal education* 

instructional Equlpoient ^ {$ 6>S,929) 

(3Z-6l4a) 

funds are alloc<itad for purchasing special instructional 
equipaent on the basis of $.7S per projected ADA in grades 
1^12 and exceptional children in aelf«*contained classromas* 

Malntenence and Operation ($68*388,229) 
(32-61Sa) 

$1700 for each teacher unit allotted for grades 1-12 and 
special education* 

Leave (Sick & Personal) ^ ($ 5.027.811) 

(32-616d) 

$125 for each teacher unit allotted for grades 1--12 and 
special education* 

Travel Expense ^ ($ 743,387) 

{32-6l7a) 

Funds are allotted to systems for personnel authorised for 
travel on the basis of $.85 per pupil In ADA* Funds are 
requisitioned for actual expcrndltures* but may not 
exceed aaount allocated* 

Pupil Transportation ($42,837,799) 
(32-625a> 

Funds ars allotted in accordance with a schedule of standard 
transport at ien costs developed to assure economical and 
efficient puplt transportation proRram<i. The minima 
program for each county is defined in «.erws of the number of 
buses needed and the annual mileage required to operate the 
minimum service* Financing of the minimm program is based 
on standard costs developed in the areas of driver benefits, 
bus replacement and other maintenance and operating exnensei^. 

Drives saiades and related coats are based on a minimum salai/ 
. of $2729 annually. Other standard operating costs are developed 
from the' experience data provided by local a<kBinistratlve units* 

Isolated Schools ($ 218,907) 

(12-62S«) 

Isol<%ved schools approved by the State Board of Education 
according to State Board policies receive additional 
teacher units and maintenance, operation and leave funds* 
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Calculation of State and Local Sharas of Profram CkxHi Extent 
^SehMl DiitHat Partt^^tioiu 



( 
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STATE SUPPORT, 19:4-79 



Pwg?am oS^iJIl!*** Citation; Amount Appropriated for 1978-79f Percent of State Funds Allocated; 



PUPIL TARGETED INSTRUCT IQMAL P'JGRAMS 

Special Educacion«». See Basic Support Program 
SKVF.a£LY Em>TI(>NALLY DISTURBED 
TUITION FOR mrLTl -HANDICAPPED 

KDUCATlONiU TRAlNirr. SERVICES FOR MIOTALLY RETARDED 
VOCATIONAL i^CICK START 
VOCATIONAL CURRICLLT! RESEARCH 

VOCATU)^^AL education for SPECIAL DISADVA^rrAGED 
COMPENSATORY EDUCATION 
INSTRUCTIONAL AIDES 
PUPI L SUPPORT SERVICES 

Transportiit ion See Basic Support Program 

Instructional Media and Equipment... See Basic Support 
S(:tl<M>L LUNCH 

EMPLOYEE BENEFIT S 

TF^XCHER RETIREMENT 

TF^CffER*S HEALTH INSURANCE 
DISTRICT CHARACTERISTICS 

Ifiolateii School?? See Basic Support Program 

CURRENT AID PROCRAMS 
(^THER STATE RtNDS 

((liapter 32-6A^ Acts 1974, and other legal citations 
too numerous to Hat) 

Staff Dcv'^lnptnent 
Superintendents Salaries 



Program 



$ 622.000 


(insift. Y 


$ 20^000 


(Insla. ) 


$1,500,000 


(0.17t) 


$ 24.503 


(InsiR.) 


$ 926.062 


(0.10^ 


$12,746,747 


(1.48%) " 


$7,066,407 


(0.82%) 


$12,580,000 


(1.46%) 


$53,824,431 


(6.26%) 



$14.750.090 (1.71%) 



$ 8.103.824 (0.94n 
(S 981,950) 
($ 3,500.154) 
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Calculation <rf State and Local Shares of Program Cost; Extent 
of School District Participation. 



State Share: 


100 


percent 


State Share: 


100 


percent 


St/ite Share: 


100 


percent 


State Share: 


100 


percent 


State Share: 


100 


percent 


State Share: 


100 


percent 


^^iitc» ^ a^A • 


inn 


percent 


State Share: 


100 


percent 


State Share: 


100 


percent 


State Share: 


100 


percent 


State Share: 


100 


percent 



State Share : 100 percent 



State Share: 100 percent of allowable amount of funds 



Local share : No local support necessary for pavtici-* 
patlon in most programs; however, all costs for programs 
in many systems are not covered by State ft^nds. 
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STATE SUPPORT. l978-7f 



Name of Pfo^am; Legral Cttatiom Amount Appropriated for 1978**79; Percent of State Funds Allocated; 
Program De??eriptton- 



CooperaClve Educational Services Agencies ($2«556«720) 

Teacher Ai»se»f»raent ($ 595.000) 

Comprehensive t'lannlng <$ 220,000) 

Competency - Ba^ed Graduation Requirements ($ 230,000) 
CAPITAL SUPPORT PttOCRAM 
CAPITAL OUTLAY FITKD 

(Chapter n-hA, Acts i974. Code Section MHn) $61.318^262 (7.36%) 

Growth and Consolidation ($44,828,787) 

Renova t i on ($13,043,275) 

Coraprehenstvt High Schools ($ 5,446,200) 

All s»r:hools sy interns must have a comprehensive study within 
two ytfarn prect»ding an .application for capitr.I outlay funds. 
Local boards of education. In making application for state 
outlay funds, must follow the recommendation of the study 
tc*>tm« The svstem must have outstanding^ bonds equal to or 
excet-dinK 14 percent of system* s bonding capacity to be 
eliHible for r.rowth aid Consolidation funds. Renovation 
project must meet the same requirements but cannot 
fxoeed 60*t of the cost of new construction. Projects 
are restrlcipt^ to classrooms, library rooms, sanitary 
f trill ties, lunchroom facilities, assembly facilities 
when used in conjunction with lunchrooms, mechanical 
Improvement <i» .ini! thf .equipment ne<!essarv for the prolects. 
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Caletdatira of State and Local Shares of Program Coeti Extent 
of Schort District Participation* 



State share: Funds for Growth and Consolidation are allot- 



ted to eligible systems on the basis of 78 square feet oer 
pupil increase in average dally attendance since the 
last capital outlay allotment made to individual systems. 
Square feet allotments for consolidation made on a 
graduated scale formula. Allocations per square foot is 
$28 including 6 percent for architect fees and 5 percent 
for contingencies. 

Local share ; No required amount on specific projects 



for Growth and Consolidation, however, systems must 
meet all state requirement. Hatching funds are 
required for comprehensive high schools. 

Ex tent of participation ; Eligible districts* 
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Ichiro Fukomoto.Dtrortor, PlannlnR Services Branch* Hawaii Department cf Education* served as the State 
authority for the preparation and review of this program report. 



Selectecl^ School Finance ^'acta 



H.iwail is jmlqw among the fifty JJtatea In that It has a swingle 
tiillv St.itc-fnndt*d and operated public school ciystem. It has 
ru» l,H>! t.ix revenue for schools and no local boards of educa- 
tl*>n responsible for their operation. 

MI puhUt' jjchool functions are centralized and adralnlatered 
through the Stati? I>epartraent of Education \^ich Is headed 
hv .1 nlne-m4*mber elected Board of Kducatlon* Seven board 
member?? are elected at large from Oahu and two are elected at 
l;ir«e from the other inlands. The Executive Officer for the 
Board of Education is the State Superintendent of 'Education 
„rho l4 .ippolnted bv the Board of Educ-ition and serves ^-^t its 
Pleasure. 

Vn.ler fhe Statfe Superintendent i>f Education aro .^even 
vlUtrl.'t superinttrndentH— t-.fcch directly responsible tor the 
Sih^Hvls of hlH district* Th** seven administrative school 
H-*tri*-t«i of the Department of Education are: 



Flrat UUtrlct 
Sfcond f)iHtrlf-t 



Isl.irul of Hawaii 
Islands of Maui, Molokal 
and Lanai 
Third District - Cltv of Honolulu 
Fourth District - Central O.ihu 
Fifth District Leeward Oahu 
Sixth District - Windward Oahu 
Seventh District Islands of Kauai and Nilhau 

]\.erv Is a School Advlaorv Cornell for each district. 
lh«' «i^*mbers ari» .ippolntod by «.he t'iovernor, 

Iho State school system includes 221 regular 
srhcH»N i\ry<\ H special schools which toRotlte" enroll 
ipproxfmatcU 171,000 students In kindergarten 
tht\nik;h i^rath* 12. These Sclu^ols .-ire scatt»*r»'d^ 
t!it titu'hoit thv seven prlnrfp.il islands of the H.iw.iilni 



4. 



The revenues for ••he operation of the public schools ar« appro- 
priated by the I gislature along with the designation of 
authorized positions. Funds for current operating costs are 
appropriated from the State general fund» from the special 
funds (lunch fees and adult education fees) or from available 
Federal funds » Hawaii's Legislature appropriates by: 



a« 



Covering two fiscal years (FY 1977'-78 and FY 1978-79) 
instead of one fiscal year. 

Integrating the operating and capital retiuirements for 
each program as veil as appropriating funds for capital 
improvements for each specific school project. 



The biennial public school (lower education) operating and capital 

improvement budgets are prepared for the Department of Education 

in the form Agreed upon with the Department of Budget and Finance 

and by a process that involves budget requests by each school aatt^ district 

administrative staff. Joint budget review hearings are held with 

State board members. Department of Education administrators and 

Department of Accounting and General Services representatives 

participating* 

In these hearings educational needs and budget requirements for 
each of the administrative districts and of the State as a whole 
are publiciv aired. After final review and approval by the 
Board of Education and the Governor, the biennial budgets for 
public (lower) education are presented to the Legislature as 
part of the Governor's Executive Budget* 

Tlie Department of Education la responsible for the resource 
allocation of funds and positions to the seven administrative 
districts and for statewide services In line with the policies of 
the Board of Education. Tlu» administrative districts in turn 
allocate resources to individual schools. The resources 
allocations to districts are based on such need factors as number 
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mm 



of pupils enrolled* changes tn enrollment. Isolatlou factors, 
program gi^owth or Improvement needs, and past experiences in 
resource atlocatlon* The allocation process :,nvoives discussion 
md negotiations amonR the administrators of the seven administra- 
tive level adtainistrmtors- 

Public School Expenditures - 1978-79 

Basic support $143,132,993 

Special education 14,178,187 

CompenSiUorv education 13,393,273 

Adult education 2 412 449 

Transport at I tin support g 309 589 

Health & guidance 12!702[c>00 

Textbooks, tn-strm r tonal materials & media 7,258,647 

Food services 24,137,37ft 

Instructional ''j.aft' support 11 gio 000 

Capital ^'-^nts 32|478!oOD 

8. The public schools of Hawaii .ire funded almost entirely (85%) 
vlth ippropriation^ from the State Legislature. Funds are 
derived from personal income^ ssles and excise taxes that 
are levied bv the State government. Loral taxes that are 
ml let ted bv the four county governments are not used to 
finance any Part of the public school system. Instead, 
those funis are used to support a wide ran^e of raunicipal 
opor.itionH, e^R. , fire protection, police protection, parks 
ami rerr^ation* Property taxi*s accrue to the county govern- 
ments to iMrrv out rountv operations. Because public 
edu(*ation is a ftincclon of the state government rather than 
the .ntintU's, not a J^lnftle dollar from property tax collections 
i^ us**d to support the public schools. 

There Is ont' othi-r source of support— an In-kind support of 
sc^rts— f.>r our punlic srhool system which mav bo unique 
n*itionallv. ft t«5 the practice of assiRnlng students to 
Pi«rtorm lunch room services on a tequired and rotation basis 
wtthtnit pav, Hils practice* which goes back to the early 
'livrt of Hawtli public Hihool ?4v«tt»m» has been continued over 
the vears with a view towards kct»ping the cost jf a regular 
me.il It the lowest level possiblt* onJ providing students 
with ione <.r4in«7fd non-cl insroom experiences in school. The 
prill- of 1 rt'^.ulir now stamls at S.2'> for student**. 
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State funds for the operating and capital improvements budgets 
are appropriated to the Departoent of Education by the State 
Legislature. Those funds are later released or restricted by 
the Governor* Funds that are released are received by the 
State superintendent, on behalf of the Board of Education and 
the Department of Education. Under this funding arrangement, 
the Board of Education has no independent taxing authority. 
Nor does it have the authority to independently spend funds 
that are appropriated by the State Legislature -other than those 
funds that have been released by the Governor. The board may 
seek the release of restricted funds through it^ power of 
persuasion since it has no constitutional power to override 
tha action taken by the Governor to restrict the use of 
appropriated funds. 
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Re id BUhop* Associate State Superintendent, served as the State authority far the 
preparation and review of this program report. 



Selected School Finance Facta 



3, 



ERLC 



19, 



STATE SUPPORT 



Approximately 67 percent of the State^local revenues 
fur f lenjentjry and secondary public schools were 
provided by the Statu. 

State appropriations for public schools are made 
annually. For 1978-79 additional income was provided 
by the folluvlng sources: 



Public School Endownent Fund 
Public Lands Incosie 
Inrome from Mineral Leases 
Railroad Car Company Taxes 
Surplus liquor Funds 



$8,306,291 
3,948,648 
2,272,535 
65,160 
4 40,730 
$15,033,364 



Categorical support for Driver Education was provided 
in th^ amount of $871,060 from Driver License Fees. 

The Statt* rebated to counties an estimated $22,000,000 
to offnet losses in local revenues as a result of the 
passage of a State sales tax: School districts share 
In chf .ipport loninent of these funds was $10,674,600. 

A program of permanent property tax relief was 
provided by House Bill No. 635. A State appro^^ria- 
tioh of 300,000 replaced 4 mills \>f the required 
county t/iK lt»vies. Additional temporary property 
tax relief equal to $3,768,280 was provided for 
1978-79. 

The State Cost Factor guaranteed $753.53 per weighted 

pupil in A. DA. for 1978«79. This factor was 

adjusted to reflect district sparsity and gr.ide levels. 

A iDiijor ihallenge to current assessment practices is 
in the case. School district No> 25 e jt^_al. vs 
State Tax CoTOi ssion, District fiourt, 6th .UkTicia l 
Pj:»Arirj> BannocL Co un ty, Idahdg Power companies 
are assessed on a sitf; basis with the tax revenue 
staying within the taxing Jurisdiction where the 
site i» located. The plaintiffs seek to have the 
value of the alteH spread over the line miles of 
distribution and transmission power lines. The 
rase is pending on appeal before the State Supreme 
Court . 



UXIAL SUPPORT 

K There are U5 fiscally independent School districts In 
the State. 

2, Approximately 95 percent of local revenues are provided 
by property taxes. 

3. A 4 aill county tax levy is required for schools. This 
required levy was temporarily reduced by H.B. Ho. 635 
which allowed surplus State revenues to reduce this 
required levy for 1978-79 by approximately 1.5 mills- 
County income for schools was $5,922,375 exclusive of 
tax relief provisions* 

Counties are required to apportion to school districts 
receipts for certain finea, e.g, fish and game fines. 
A share of the State Sales Taxes is returned to the 
count ies- 

An estimated $46,639,200 was the required local 
contributipn to the basic State equalisation fund. 
Other lucal revenues r.iised amounted to $33,612,300. 

The State requires districts to levy 22 mills to 
participate in the h «sic support program. School 
boards may levy up 27 mills wfthout voter approval. 
Three charter achooi districts hflvi> separately 
established levy limits. 

7. Bonded Indebtedness is limited tn 25 percent of each 
district s assessed valuation for elementary and 
secondary operating school districts. The nine school 
districts which operate elementary programs onlv are 
limited to 10 percent of their assessed valuation. 



4. 



5. 



6. 
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STATE SUPPORT* t&78-79 



Ntme of Pfogrttfiis Legal Citalicmi Amount AppropHitect for 1978-79| Ptreent of S^ate Funds AUoeotodi 
Program Des^iption. 



TOTAL 

ftAStC SUPPORT PROCRAW 

FOinaOATION EDUCATION PROGRAM, chap. 10 
Title 13» Idaho Code 



$171>41?.464 (100%) 



1. 
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funding provides for general education program 



Foundation Education Program ? 

within each school district of the State on a current jrear basis • Costs are shared 
vrith local districts^ counties and the State. A State Cost Factor is computed 
based on weighted average daily attendance and total distribution funds. 

por 1978«79» State Cost Factor equals an estimated $754 per neighted pupil in 
average daily attendance* Average daily attendance is computed for each week of 
the school year. The beat 28 weeka are used for calculations in the Foundation 
ProHraiB. 

Calculation of Weighted ABAs The Foundation Education portion of this program 
provides for lighting average daily attendance by sparsity factors, secondary 
school cost factor* and factor for kindergarten and exceptional children. 



Pupil Weightings and District Sparsity Factors 



Elementary Grades 

yoo ADA and over 
200 to 299 
ISO TO 199 
loo to 149 

SO to 99 

20 to 49 
3 to 19 
to count as 23 

^ i "-^j^rpa r t en 

ADA or morf 
2H to 39 
i; to 27 



1.00 
1. 10 
1.15 
1.20 
1.25 
1.25 



Secondary Grades 

750 ADA and over l.OU 

500 to 749 1.10 

400 to 499 1.20 

300 to 399 1.25 

200 to 299 1.40 

100 tc 199 1.50 

0 to 99 1.70 



Exceptional Children 

10 ADA or more 1.60 
4 to 9 1.70 
Less than 4 K80 



.55 
.65 
.75 



LeuR than 17 kindergarten children count as 17 only when a school district has a 
separately organized kindergarten program. A kindergarten program that has less 
than seventeen (17) average daily attendance and is a part of the program for 
othor elementary grades shall not count as seventeen (17) but shall have the 
tollowinti Weighting: 



8 to 16 ADA .80 
Less than 8 ADA .85 



St'condary School Cost Factor In addition to the Secondary Grades Sparaity 
Factor provided above, thv actual unweighted average daily attendance of every 
separate attendance unit of secondary grade pupils shall be multiplied by a fa( 
.30 to bi* called a Secondary Cost Factor. 



factor 
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Ctleidationof Stateand LoMl SiamoT Progn^ Costi BKlent 
of Setod Distriot PartletpaKon, 



Calculation of State Cost Factor . 

A. State Funds ? 

State appropriation for Foundation Program^ 
including earnings from investments less trans- 
portation allowance, less ancillary payments » 
. State Contrlbutivn* 

B* County Funds ? 

County 4 mill levy plus other receipts to County 
School Fund (county portion of State sales tax 
replacement funds, surplus State funds for tax 
relief and moneys collected fr^ fines » for-^* 
feitures» or breaches of penal code when other 
disposition is not providad) - County Contribution. 

C. Local Contribution ^ 22 mills times the equi- 
valent evaluation 

D. Total Distribution Funds is the sum of the amounts 
from A» By and C. 



E* State Cost Factor - 



Total Distribution Funds 
Total State Weighted ADA 



Calculation of Districts* Share of State and County 
Apportlongaant * 

A. WeightVd ADA of District Students x State Cost 
Factor W District Education Cost. 

s 

a. District Education Cost less 22 mills x the 
district^adjusted assessed valuation plus the 
equivalent evaluation * Districts *8 Share of 
State and County Apportiona^nt* 

A district's equivalent assessed valuation is a 
capitalized dollar value derived mainly from the 
district's share of the county's sales tax alloca- 
tion from^^e State. Twenty percent of the three 
percent State sales tax is returned to the 
counties which ahditm tuese proceeds with all of 
the taxing units within their jurisdictions* 
For calculation purposes* a district divides its 
share of the county sales tax allocation by its 
total district millage levy and multiples the 
quotient by 1.000- 



Local Contribution: 

< 



$46,693,200 
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SS?a^ ^mi?"^ Appropriated for .978-79, Percent of State Fumte AUocat«d, 



t^^ district's «fgUed ADA. a separate attendance unit «ay be 
«u^L I* , district ami a separate secondary school aCCendanee unit may b. 



CaleidatJon of State ami Loeal Sliares of Program Ceatt Extent 
of School District Participation. 



TransporCat ian FoundaClon Program 



($9.274. 500) 



The transportation foundation prof-^an shall be ninety percent (90S) of the 

Jhrestimated proJeJS: a 
ai7tri.. T li '""^ «Pplwd to the adjusted value of the taxable property of 
Ilr ti ll r preceding year, but shall not exceed ten doUatHsiO.OO) 

per oonth per transported child except the state board of education may increa^r 
such limit to fifteen dollar. ($15.00) upon the request of i^SiS; StHc^ 
board of trustees accompan ed vith such data as the atate board of educaJi^ may 
dees necessary In the consideration of such request. «« ion may 



3. a^ound&tion Exceptional Education Program 



($11.409.600) 



^^f^Jifi^J^LntJS*- r****** districts for 80% of the allowable salaries 
Of certified ancillary personnel, approved teacher aides and approved directors 
and supervisors of exceptional child program. 



State Share: Allowable Transportation Costs - (.001 
the adjusted assessed valuation) x .90 

Local Share : $2,1'1,800 



State Share: Total of allowable salaries of certified 



teachers, teacher aides, ancillary personnel, directors 
and supervisors of special education students x -80. 

Extent of Participation in Ed ucation Programs : 

An estimated 11,000 pupils generatlSg a tieighted ADA 
of 15,000. 



PUPIL TARGETED INSTEUCTIOHAL PROGRAMS 

Special Education q„_ Raoi- ->..« ... n _ 

* ^ee Basic support Program 

Chapter 22, 



VOCATIONAL EDUCATION PROGRAM 
Title 33, Idaho Code. 



$1.100.000 C0.4>I> 



sriM^S^/" vocational programs, elementary/secondary and post-secondary and 
91,300,000 from federal sources. 7 

Funds are used to help districts meet excess costs based on contMC hours of aroroved 

r:df^rf:J:r ""'"'S r^^i^f Foundation Program. Districts J^ndfa^ ' 
Federal funds are used l„ addition to the State Funds for Vocational Education. 



DRIVER EDUCATIOH PROGRAM - Chapter 17. 
Title 3J, Idaho Code. 



$871 nt^ vQ.sfa, 



P UPIL SUPPORT SSRV^ff g 

Pupil Tranaportation See Basic Support Program 

SCHOOL POOP SERVICES ' 



$326.100 (0al9Z) 



Extent of Parcigip^tj^n? 115 districts with 203,000 
estimat^^d enrollnient. 



State Share ; Up to $60 per pupil* 



Local Share; Balance of coats 
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Hmme of Programi U«al Citatioin Amount AnH-afHteted for 1978*79| Peremt of State Fimd» AUoeated} 
ProgniRi DeMfiption. 



EMFtOYEE BENEFITS 

SKPLOYERS' SHARE OF RETIRBMENT, SOCIAL SSCURXTY AND UNIMFLOYMBMT 
ViSURAHCE 



>»ployerit' Share of aetireoeat - Section 59-1332 md 59-1332A. Mabo Code. 
Employers* Share of Social Security ^ Section 59-1115 aad Section 63-3638, Idaho Code, 
^aployers* Share of Unesaployment Insurance - Section 72-134 9C> Idaho Code* 



FY 1978'* 79 Appro|«riation - Public School BmployeeB* Retireo^nt 



($13,688,300) 



Public School Baployeea* Unemployaent Inaurance ($5<K)tOOO) 
Public School Eo^loyees^ Social Security (I1,060,0<K)) 
Thla ataount is an eatimata. Actual aamint will be paid from dedicated funds. 

P^oMran Deacription 

The State of Idaho pays the full costs of providing the employer's share of the costs of 
retirement program and social security program, for the employees of the public schools. 
In the program of Unemployment Insurance, the Scate of Idaho has assumed payment of the 
full coats for public school employees up to IS of the gross salaries for districts which 
have elected the cost reifiburae9»ne method of payment, unless the director determines a 
lesser percentage vill cover costs* For FY 1979. the director estimated the cost would be 
$500.00* Asaounts greater than IZ are to be paid by the local districts* 



Caleidattim of State and loefl Sbarea of Program Cost, Bitenc 
of Sehool Dtstrtet Pairtleipatlon. 



DISTRICT CHARACTERISTICS 
SAL£S TAX DISTRIBirriONS 



$10.674.600 (6,22% ) 



201 of the funds collected from the State sales tax is returned to counties for 
distribution among the taxing jurisdictions within each county, based on the levies 
of the taxing districts. 

Sales Tax Distrihutions earmarked toy schools: 



Districts $8»509»5DO 
Counties $2,165,100 

PBRI«ANENT TAX RBtlEF H*B. 



$9,300.000 (5.42%) 



A reduction of the county levy from eight mills to four mills was enacted starting 
with 1978-79. The appropriation will be used to offset this reduction in county 
funds • 



TENFORARy TAX R£FIFF H«B. 635 



$3.768, 30P (2.19%) 



ERLC 



state surplus will be used in 1978-79 to reduce the required 4 mill county levy for 
school purposes* The reduction is equivalent to an estimated 1*5 mills* 

CAPITAL SUPPORT PRO(?RAJg ^ 

PUBLIC SCHOOL BUILDIHG ACCOUNT. Section 33-905, 
Idaho Code 

Ai»y school district which has bonded indeb'tedness of 75% or more and has a sehool plant 
facilitiea levy of 15 or more mills may apply to the State Board .of Education to re- 
ceive payment fre« the School District Building Account for assistance in school 
facilities construction. Hone of the local achool districts that are eligible und6r 
tllla program will be involved with conatruction programs during school year 1978-79. 
Ibmreforef fumiins was not provided* 
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lUJNOIS 

PUBLIC SCaOOl PINANCS PROGfUK, 1978-79 



Fred Bradahaw, Asaistaat Superintendent, served as the state authority 
for the preparation and review of this program reports 



Selected School Finance Facta 



STATE SUPPOST 



r? 



2. 



The State provided an estimated 54 parc«fit of State-local 
revenues for eloimtary and secondary public schools in 
FY 1978. 

Annual appropriations constitute the chief source of public 
school funds. In addition, one cent of the four cent 
state portion of the sales tax is earmarked for the Ccmmn 
School Fund, The Driver ahication Fund is financed by 
half of the proceeds fro© driver's license fees. 

3. The 1973 basic aid legislation is still being phased in. 
This lav includes a provision which limits the annual 
jrowth in State basic aid to any district by 25 percent, 
un FY 1979 » approxioately i>0 districts were affected 

by this li&dtation. 

4. The basic aid law does not provide a uniform guarant^d 
amount per pupil. Ddlstricts are given the option of 
chosing their aid entitlements under the most favorable 
of four available aid options. Most districts find 
the Resource Equalizer Formula most advantageous. 

This formula guarantees a tax base equal to the following . 
e3timat«l percentages of ^e equalized assessed val- 
uations of the district with the pupils at the 50th 
percentiles: 

. Elementary school districts 162 percent 

• High school districts 19$ percent 

• Unit achool districts 205 percent 

These percentage estimates are based on the 1975 
equalized assessed valuation and estimated 1977-7S 
pupils including Title I (BSEA) weighted avera^ 
daily attendance (TVABA). 

For districts using the $520 foundation aid guarantee, 
the formula guaranteed an amount on the average varying 
between 45 percent and 52 percent of expenditures by 
type of school district ( elementary , hi^ school and 
unit school). 



LOCAL SUPPORT 



1. There are 1,016 fiscally independent school districts in the 
State. 

2. Prapert/ taxes ax*e the sole source of local revenues. 

3. In FX 1978, .Tocal ccDtributions to the basic State 
equalization program amounted to $1,5 billion. Other local 
revenues amounted to $0*2 biUion. 

4. A district vote is required whenever a school board desires to 
exceed the tax rate allowed without referendum in any fund. 

5. The following are the maximum tax rates allowed for current 
operations: 

Elementary and 
Secondary Districts Unit Districts 



Fund 

Educatimal 
Operations, Building, 

and Maintenance 
Transportation 
Summer School 
Fire Prevention, Safety, 

and Environmental 



Equalized Assessed Valuation 



3.00% 

0.55X 
0.20K 
0.15» 

O.lOX 



4.00% 

0.75% 
0.20% 
0.15% 

0.10% 



6. For capital purposes the debt limit is 6 percent of equalized 
assessed valuation for el«nentary and secondary districts and 
12 percent for unit districts. 
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STATE SUPFORT (Cont^d) 



In 1975 » legldlatlOD vaa passed reducing the state mandated 
assessTOOTt level rr<m 50 percent of market value to 33-1/3 
percent of fsir cash value, 

Assessinents of fanaland for assessment year, 1977, and 
following years are to be bujed on a county index of (1) 
the value per acre of agricultural products sold from the 
county irtiere the land Is located^ as established by the most 
recent Census of Agriculture of the U^S, Bureau of the 
Census, and (2) the average value per acre per year of 
principal crops '{com, s<^beans, wheat, and all hay) for the 
moat recent three years as published by the Illinois Crop 
Reporting Service for each county ^ and (3) 10 percent of 
the average sales price per acre of land for the same three 
years used by the Crop Reporting Service. The legislation 
contains a hold hanoless provision for the 1977 assess- 
ment year. 
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STATE SUPPORT^ 1978-79 



JJLLOOIS 



Name of Program; Ugal Citation; Amount Appropriated for 1978-79) Percent of SUte Punch AUoeated; 
Program Description* ^ 



TOTAL 

BASIC SUPPORT PROGRAMS 
GENERAL STATE AID 

(Chapter 122. 18-8 of The School Code of Illinois) 



$1.933.203.400 (100%) 



$1.359.700.000 (70,331) 



Caleidation of State and Local Siares of Program Cwti Bitent 
of School DistHct Participation. 



Ceni*ral Conditions 



Pupil Count 



0,50 
1.00 
1.25 



Declining Enrollment 
Adjustment 



Foromld Options 
Flat Grant 



Pupils enrolled in private schools may be concurrently enrolled in 
a public school on a shared ti»B or dual enrollment basis and are 
counted as 1/6 AI>A for each public clasa hour in which they are 
enrolled. 

State aid is allocated on the basis of the nuaber of pupils in 
best six B»nths' Title I nieighted average daily attendance 
(TVADA)^ irtiich is calculated using the following weights : 

Prekindergarten special education and 
kindergarten (\ day prografDs) 

Grades l<-8 

Grades 9*12 

Title I Eligibles 

Strayer-Raig Foronila Options ,45 

Resource Equaliser Formula 0 0.675 

(Weight dependa on district concentration of Title I eligible 

pupils relative to the state average concentration, a 

concentration equal to the state average concentration provides 

a .45 weighting.) 

If the number of pupils in WADA (excludiifg the weightings for 
Title I eligibles) is less t^-an the previous year, a district may 
receive state aid based on the average WADA of the three previous 
years, to which are added the Title I eligiMe pupils weighted on 
the basis of the district *s concentration for the current ye^. 

Dl<»M-ict8 receive general state aid under the one of the four 
formula options that provides the greatest amount of state aid/ 

($1,900,000) 



Minimum per pupil aid guarantee to districts which do not qu-.Iify for equaligation aid 
Districts receive from the state $72 : . pupil in grades US and $90 per pupil in grades 
9-12 in best six months TVAOA. r r f r * 



Strayer-Haig 

The fpundation Iv^vl is $520 per pupil in TWAOA. 



($4,600,000) 
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Extent of Participation ; Approximately 47 districts 
with A.D.A. 22.500 in 1977-78. 



Districts with 100 or more TVADA are required to levy 
a qualifying tax rate of 8.4 mills on the equalised 
assessed valuation of the district. Elementary and 
high school diatricts with fewer than l(W) pupiU in 
TVADA must have a qualifying rate of 9#0 wills. Unit 
districts flnist have a tax rate of 10^8 mills. I^is 
qualifying tax rate is multiplied by the equalised 
assessed valuation to determine the local share* 
Actual state aid under this formula is the calculated 
amount plus 50 percent. 



Extent of Participation : 
8.500 in 1977-^78 



7 districts with A.D.A. 
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Name of Ptog»mi Laffil Cit%Uont Amount Appropriited fa 1«78«79| Peremt of State Pimdi AUoeatedt 
Program Deteriptioiu 


Caleiilatkm of State and Local Shafea of Program Coirti Bstttnt 
of Sehotf DIstriet Participattoiu 




i}xmx.txQZ9 receive scaca aia caicuiacoa miicipl^liig 
>y $120 the ^tlent of the aqualistd M«afi9«4 
valtiatlofi por 111AM neeeasary to produce $120 divided 
bf Che district's equalised aesoeeed vAluaticn pe.. 
THAM. This mstamt is then inereassd bj 50 percent* 



ttesource Equaliser Foramla 



($1,307 .000,000) 



Districts are guaranteed up to $1,293 per pupil in TVADA from combined 9tate and local 
sources » 



KaKimua Aid Growth 
Ceiling 



Prior Years 
Calculations 



No district may receive an increase in state aid over the previous A*D»A, in 1977-78 
year in excess of 35 percent except as that increase reflects an 
increase in the number of pupils '^VADKA* 

Operating tax rates and equalized assessed valuations for th^ 
second /ear previous and the number of pupils in TWA0A for the 
previous year are used to calculate actual entitlement. 



SUMMER SCHOOt 

(Chapter 122 » Section 18-8) 



$2,500,000 (0,12%) 

Suonaer school programs for the severely and profoundly handicapped are provided* 



HOLD HARMLESS 

(Chapter 122, Section 18-8) 



$6,660,000 (Q,34X) 



In 19799 districts with increasing equalised assessed valuations and decreasing tax 
rates are compensated for funds lost* 



SALARIES OF REGIORAL SUPERINTENDENTS AND ASSISTANTS $3,900t000 (0*20g) 

(Chapter 122, Section 18-5) ~ 

Salaries of regional superintendents, who are elected, and assistants are provided* 
The regional superintendent exercises supervision and control over all school districts 
within a region* 
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Extent of Participation ? ^proximately 188 districts 
with A«0*A* 134,000 in I977-v78, 



The operating tax rates required for maximum partici- 
pation are 18*6 mills in elementary school districts, 
16*5 mills in hisli school districts, and 28*3 mills 
in unit school districts* No minimum tax rate is 
required. No maximum tax rate is specified; however, 
the state does not provide additional aid for tax 
ra^es in excess of those listed above. 

Extant of Partlclnation : 771 districts with I, 769*000 



Approved programs for eligible pupils are funded* 
Pupil clock hours in attendance and a weighting 
factor are considered* 



Districts can claim the difference between the 
estimated 1978 state aid claim, which used 1975 
operating tax rates, and the actual 1978 claim, 
which used 1976 operating tax rates* 

Extent of Part icipat ion { Approximately 225 districts. 



Salaries of regional superintendents are paid by the 
state and are based on the population of the supervised 
region* 

Extent of Participation : 57 educational service 
regions * 
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STATE SDPPOItTt t97B-7S XtLISOIS 



US 



oSSi^i^ Appropriated for 1978-79, Pereent of State Fumli AUoe«te«St 



SirPBR?ZSORY EXPENSE FUND 
(Chapter 122 » Section 19-6) 



$102.000 (iaai^. X) 



p?S;d:r.:rrJ?:orr.;^L"!^ -peri«te„de«t Who »aint.la. a regional office a^l 

roPIt TARGETED INSTRUCTIOWAL PROGRAMS 

General Condition statu aid under taany funding prograna ia calculated uaiog a 

district per capita tuition charge as authorised in The School 

Code of Illinois^ The per capita tuition is determined 

totaling all expenses of the school district in the educational, 
operations* building* and naintenance* bond and interest* 
transportstion* Illinois namicipal retirenent* and rent funds for 
the school year preceding the filing of mch tuition clais» less 
expenditures not applicable to the regular K-12 Ttogran* less 
offsetting revenues ftoa State sources except those friwa the 
comon school fund* less offsetting revenues from federal sources 
except those from federal isq>dction aid* less student and 
conminity service revenues » plus a depreciation allovance; and 
dividing such total by the average daily attendance for the year." 

SPECIAL EDUCATION ^150,532^700 a.7«) 

Special education programs for handicapped persons ages 3-21 are provided* 



Bach regional superintendent receives frm the state 
$1*000 annually for each county vithin the educational 
service region* 



CaleUIttkKi of state and Ueal Sham of Pramm Costt 
of Sehod DiatHet ParttdpaUon. 



PERSOmEt REIKBURSEHEKT 
(Chapter 122 » Section U-13.01) 



($115pOaO*(HK» 



pirloinel ^^^^^^^^^^ approved certified and noncertified special education 



Districts receive $6*250 for each full- ^ % special 
education director* school psychologist id qualified 
teacher; V salary up to $400 per child x. iders to 
blind; k salary up to $2*500 for noncerti^ ^ vorkers; 
and f salary of teachers up to $6*250 for hospital 
or honehound instruction* not to exceed $1*000 per 
child. 



TUITION FOR flOMPUBLIC SCHOOL PUPILS OR PUPILS 
ENROUED IN SPECIAL EDUCATION FACILITIES 
(Chapter 122, Section 14-^7.02) 



($7*000*000) 



School districts are eligible for reimbursement of excess costs of tuition for 
special education pupils attending nonpublic or special education facilities. 



TUITira FOR PUPILS ATTENDING LOW INCIDENCE CLASSES 
(Chapter 122* Section 14-7 .Q2a) 



($14*400*000) 



ERIC 



Lota receive exceaa coata of providing approved programa for loir incidence handi- 
iA^onditionSo , 



A school district unable to meet the needs of special 
education pupils shall pay the lesser of the actual 
cost of tuition charged a child by a nonpublic school 
or special education facility or $2*5(K) per year. 
Districta making such paymenta are eligible for state 
reitdntrsement for the smount of such paiments in excess 
of the district's per capita tuition charge for students 
not receiving special education services. A Tft aKiiBum 
Df$500 may be paid for summer school programs* of 
ifhich the amount over $100 pet pupil la reimbursed by 
the state. 



Hatricta receive teimbursament for costs of^p|Li[^d 
progtams for the amount In excess of the districta U per 
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STATE SUFFORT, If 7t-T9 

.1 



Heme of Pragrami Legal Citsttont Ammmt Appropriated for 197a-?9| Pereant of State Fumh AUoeatedi 
Program Description. 



Caleidatlon of State and Ueal Shares of Program Coatt Bitent 
^Seheel Diatriet PartielptttieQ. 



ERIC 



SPECIAL EDUCATION FOR FUPXLS WWH ORFBAKAC^, CHILOBBN^S UWBS^ 
$TATE«<miED HOtrSXNG UNITS. FOSTER HC»fES, OTHER STATE AI^KCIES. 

OR STATE RESIDENTIAL DNITS . ($12* 750,000) 

(Chapter 122» Secfian I4*7e03)^>^ 

Districts ar* provided reit^rssaent for providing preapproved educational sarvlcea to 
esceptiotial pupils residing in otphsnageSp etc. 



DBAF/ELINi) CENTER 
(Oiapter t22p Section 14^11.02) 



($Ip382»700) 

Funds are provided for a statewide service center for deaf /blind pupils. 



GIFTED EDUCATION 

(Chapter 122 p Section 14A«^6) 



$3,630,000 (0>19X) 



ReimbuiiseiBent is provided to districts for approved programs of gifted education* 
Nine area gifted service centers are funded. 



VOCATIONAL smiCATION 
(Chapter 122 » Section 697) 



$25tl20pOpO (1.30t) 



State and federal funds jointlj^ finance various vocational education programs* 
Vocational education is not a mandated program* 



DRIVER EDUCATION 
(Chapter 122; Section 27-24) 



. $10^000,000 (0*521) 
Districts receive reimbursement of costs of approved driver education courses. 



$14,6Q0pO0O (0.76E) 
Programs in School Districts vith less than 500*000 population ($3*600,000) 



BILINGUAL EDUCATION 
(Chapter 122, Section 14C) 



capita tuition charge for the previous ^eer or $2*000 
per pupil* ubichever is less* 



Extent of Part icipat ton t Approximately 4*000 
approved students participate in this program* 



Extent of Participaticn t Approximately 130 students 
are served* 



Reimbursement for excess costs of approved gifted 
education programs ia provided* Beimburaement is 
equalised on the basis of equalised assessed valuation 
per pupil in ADA* 

Extent of Participation ; Approximately 400 districts. 



Extent of Participation : Approximately 900 school 
districts* 



Programs in School Districts ^th greater than 500*000 population (Chicago) ($11, 0(K), 000) 

Transitional bilingual education programs are required in any attendance center having 
20 or more pupils vifch the same first language* 



Districts receive the per capita eostt not to exceed 
$10 for each pupil who successfully completed class- 
room instruction and $40 for successful completion 
of practice driving. 

Extent of Participattoa ; Approximately 75^ secondary 
schools participate in this program* 



Districts receive from the state reisiburaement of 
excess coats of approved programs. 

Extent of Part icipat ion t Approximately 30*000 
pupils are served. 
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S«r«m SlSSrtSltw!'** Cltotlom Amount Appropriiated for 19T9-79| Percent of Suto Pundb AIKie«t«<^ 



AOOLT BPOCATIOS • $7.500.000 (0.3«) 

MuU Basic Education ($600,000) 
(Chapter 122, Section 203.1) v»«w«,wu^ 

Thla is a literacy program designed to provide adults with basic education skills. 



AaericaniaawioB and General Educational Developnent ($1,500,000) 
(Chapter 122, Section 201.3) v»x.?w,ww; 

This program provides citisenship training, elementary and secondary credit classes, 
and General Educational Development classes for all citizens. 



Instruction for Persons whok • . -lucatien has been Interrupted (85,400.000) 
(Chapter 122, Section 10-22.2 w^^'.w.wu/ 

Educational opportunities and training are provided to eligible recipients of public 
SbHistance to increase opportunities for enqiloyraent and self-support. 



TRUANTS ALTERNATIVE PROGRAM 6500 qqo o„v 

(Chapter 122, Section 2-3.41) ?50(?yO00 (Q.03g) 

Grants are made to public and priv. te agencies to provide alternative education to 
chronic truants. 

Funds are provided to thk Department of Correction for educational services for 
juveniles and adults in correctional institutions. 



TUITION OF CHILDREN FWM ORPHAKAGES AND CHILDREN'S 

HOMES AMD STATE-OUSED HOUSING SI 000 000 ro OS* » 

(Chapter 122, Section 18-3) ?1 ,000,000 (0.05^ / 

Districts are reimbursed for the cost of providing educati^n-l services to children 
residing in orphanages, children's homes, foster family homes, etc. 
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Ctletdatfrn of stftte mid LomI amm of Pttsgram Cottf Bitent 
of Sehwfl Dlitriet PftrtldpiUofu 



Roi^mraeoeiit to conatnity coltftges is tot tuition 
at the rate eatftbl£«be<l by thmt college foi; all atu4eiita 
Public acboola are reiiaburaa4 on a currant year baaia 
at a rata af $2,00 per Individual bour of^natruction^ 
vefghted for attendaroe and level of inatrbeticn^ plua 
actual coat of support aervicea. 



EKtegt of Participation s Approxioately 63»000 adulta 
are aarved. 



The mn i v m rate of rainburaement ia aet at $3*50 for 
each approved 40-aiinute period of claaarooa instructiop 
clainiedo 



Extent of Participation s ApptaRimately 96^000 
pupils are served at approximately 100 locations. 

HeiB^urseoent to cOBsmnity colleges is for tuition at 
the rate established by that cotleae for all students » 
plus actual coat of aupport aervices* Public achools ' 
are reinburaed at fht rate of $2^75 per individual 
bour of instruction,, further weighted for attendance 
and level instruct ion » plus actual cost of support 
services • 



Extent of Participation : Approximately 6i»000 atudanta 
are served. 



The state provides 100 percent of approved program 
coses for approximately 12 programs. 



An average per capita cost for juvenile and adult 
educational coats is determined annually. 



Exter of Participation? Approximately 34*000 students 
in 9 institutions are served* 



Eligible districts file a claim for the per capita 
tuition cost for each eligible pupil for tbe^ecJding ye.r 

SrticWe!''^^^^^'*-^ Approximately U280 students 
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8TATB SUPPOBTp 1978-79 



nxxHois 



Name ^ Progrsmi Ugal Citati<»i| Amount ApprofiHatedl for 1978-78; Percent of State Ptnub Allocatedi 
Pragrftm Deseriptim. 



WPIL SUPPORT SEKV1C8S 
PCPIL TBANSPORTATK^ 



$81t33S,0OT (4.211) 



{tagular and Vocational Pupil Transportation 
(Chapter 122p Section 14*^12.01 and 29*5) 



, ($47,835,000) 

JU^iabtttaeMnt is- provided for transportation of eligible regular and vocational pupila. 



r 



Vocational Pupil Transportation 



Special Education Pupil Transportation ($33»5O0»00O) 
(Chapter 122 » Section 29-3 •2a) 

Districts are partially reifldl»ursed for transporting special education pupils* 



FREE TEKTM<HC PROGRAM 
(Chapter 122» Section 18-17) 



$9,000tOO0 (Q>47») 



TextMOoka are to be provided for all public and nonpublic students ifhose parents 
apply for assistance* 



SPECIAL BWCATim MATERIALS FOR THE VISUALLY IMPAIRED 
(Chapter 122, Section 14^11.01) 



$350,000 (0.02E) 



special Mterials for the visually handicapped are developed, procured, stored* and 
distributed by the Illinois Office of Education. 



SCHOOL LUNCH AHO BREAKFAST PROCRAM 
(Chapter 122, Section 712) 



$14.320,000 (0>74E) 



All public schools are required to provide free lunches to pupils from families vhose 
incone is at or belov. federally established guidelines* Nonpublic schools nay also 
participate* The free breakfast program is voluntary. 
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Caleulatioii ^ ^te swi Loeal amres of Proiram Coett Bxtent 
of Sdiod DIstriet Parti<^tion. 



Districts are reimbursed for the cost of transj^rting 
eligible regular ptipils (those vho reside one and one* 
half miles from the assigned attendance denter) lesis 
a qualifying aapunt (the district's equalised M^^k^ed 
valuation satltiplied by a tax rate of »5 mills in 
elementary school districts, .3 mitla in high school 
districts, and *7 mills in unit school districts), 
district entitlement is the amount cooq^^ed in the 
formula or $1$ per pupil, idtichever is greater* 
Approximately .7(K),Q00 students are transported* 
Transportation la provided for nonpublic pupils. 
When the claim amount, as ecm^ted by the formula, 
exceeds four^fifths of the actual cost to transport 
eligible pupils, a district ooist have a tra»qportatioo 
fund tax rate of .12 or more in order to receive* more 
than four^fiftha of the cost« 

Districts are reimbursed four<*fifths or allo^Mble costs 
for transporting pupils to an area vocational acbool 
more than one and one-^half mile from the school attended 
or for transporting resident pupils to another school 
district's vocational program offered through approve d 
joint agreement • 



Extent of Part icipag ion ; 
are transported* 



Approximately 44,000 pupils 



Districts are reimbursed four-fifths of allowable costs 
of transporting special education pupils* These allow^ 
able costs exclude the cost of acquiring equipment, 
depreciation in excess of 15 percent, per year on 
transportation equipment « administrative salaries, and 
maintenance facilities* 

Extent of Participation ? Approximately 720»000 
students receive free textbooks* 



Extent of Part icipat len t Approximately 100,000 
volumes are available to 2,600 student's requiring 
Braille or large-type books • 



Districts receive 15c for each free lunch and free 
breakfast provided to needy pupils* 

Extent of Participation ? Approximately SCO private 
schools and 1 #016 public school districts participate 
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Name of Prograitti Legal Citationt Amowit Appropriated for 197»-T9t Pereeat of . State Funds AUeeatedt 
Pragram Desenptlon. ^ 



Calddatf m of State aitd Loeal Sharat of Program Coatt Extent 
of School Dt8trlctJ»artleipaUon. 



StgLOYEE BBWEPITS 

TEACHERS RETlSSMBtT 
(at«pt*r 122, Section 18-7) 

CmtREHT AID PBPCRAMS. N.E.C. 

STATS XHPACTUm AID 
' ' (Chaptor 122 » Section 18-8) 



$227.989. KM) (11.79») 



-0- 



Ftve percent or a»re of district's pupils mist have parents or Buardians emolovad 
by ttie St^te of Illinois « ^ ^ 



CAPITAL SUPPORT PROCRAtg 

SPECIAL Bmica^TION PACILITIES 
(Chapter U2» Section 13,02) 



-0- 



The state contributes toward the construction of special education facilities. 



CAPITAL 0EVELOPNSNT BOARD 
(Chapter 122p Section 783) 



$IO>QQOpOOO (0.52X) 



The state provides grants to districts for construction of approved facilities. Debt 
service aonies are als authorised* 



A district's claim aoount is one-half of the difference 
between the per capita tuition charge and general state 
aid per best six months* ADA, sotlciplied by the ADA of 
eligible pupils. 



The state provided $1,000 per professional special 
education worker in a district in order to share in the 
building coats of special education facilities provided 
that the district had made a levy fpr special education 
construction and there was a shortage of necessary funds. 

Districts are granted funds based on a formula that 
equalised funds grants to districts based on the 
equalised assessed valuation of the applicant district 
coQ^red with the district located at the ninetieth 
percentile for all diiitricts of the same type (elementary 
high, or unit). The school construction project mus^t be 
approved by the State. 



213 



INDIANA 

PUBLIC SCBC^L FimiCE PSOGRAM* 1978^79 



William L. Rlley« Direccort Oivisioa of School Finance, served aa the State authority for 
the preparation and review of this prograsi repost* 



Selected School Finance Facts 



• STATE SPFPORl 

I. ApproxiButely 53 percent of the State-local revenuea 
f«>r eleronCary and secondary puhlic schools word 
»vided by the State- 

State appropriations to public schools were for 
the FY 1978 and 1979 bienniun. A portion of the 
. Statfc**s 4 percent sales tax is apportioned to the 
local Property Tax Replacement Fund and aiaounted to 
an estimated $176^097.974 for FY 1979. From this 
fund* an appropriation is made for tuition support* 

1- An estimated $i53,000»000 f#as paid to counties to 
offset a 20 percent reduction in property taxes. 
Counties apportioned this sum among the local taxing 
'Jurisdictions* 

4. The foundation dollar guarantee for 1978-79 equals 
an estimated 50 percent of the statewide average 
expenditure per adm. 

5. The State reports that alnce 1975-76. property tax 
burdens have been reduced « Local property tax 
levies have been frozen, and new monies for public 
schools have come through State sources. 

6. Employee benefit programs are fully funded by the 
Ht«ite and in 1978*79. payments amounted to: 

o Employer contribution to State 

Retirement $69,918,000 

o Employer contribution to 

Social Security $56,648,000 

These amounts are not reported in the State school 
alii programii* 



LOCAL SUPPORT 

1. There are 303 fiscally independent school districts and 
2 special dependent districts in the State. 

2. For 1978-79. an estimated $580,000,000 were k lei by 
local property taxes. School districts also eceived 
as apportionoents from counties the following: 
$75.000«000 from autraobile excise taxes anr $22,000,000 
from county Optional incorc tmes an^i bank, milding and 
loan association taxes* An additional $15. ^#(K),000 in 
income vas derived from interest, fees* donations and 
private tuition* 

The required local contribution to the basic State 
equalization program aim>unted to $393,324,300* 

The State requires a minimum of 30 mills local levy for 
participation in the basic support program* The total 
levy yield for the basic support prcgram vas frozen at 
the amount realized in FY 1974* Appeals for additional 
levies may be made to the State Board of Tax Commis- 
» sioners who may authorize a levy referendum* Since 
this program has been in existence, only 4 or 5 tax 
referenda have been held* 

5» The debt limit for bonded indebtedness is set at 2 
percent of assessed valuation* Private and public 
holding companies are also available for school 
construction and are not subject to the 2 percent 
debt limit* 



3* 



4. 
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STATE SUPPORT, t978~79 



Name of Phigram; Citation; Amount Appropriated tot 197»-79| Percent of State Funds A|loeated| 
Program Description. 



$777.217.325 (10Q») 



$689.889.673 (88.76t) 



TOTAL 

BASIC SOPPORT PgQGRAMS 

STATB SCHOOL SUFFORT-BASXC GRAOT FORMULA 
(Grades K-12> 
tnifiMA C^e 21**3*1^6«1 at amended 

lastrtsctional Salar£afl» Other Current Expense » 
Special Eduestion» and Vocational Education 

The Biasic Grant tuition support forauls is in actuality two separate formulae. Both 
fonmilae are calculated and the school corporation receives from the State the greater 
dollar amount of the t%#o calculations* 



1. Regular Basic Grant 



Eat. ($487,563,6^8) 



The Regular Basic Grant results from the following calculations $820 multiplied 
hf the teacher ratio for the school fear ending in the current calendar year. 
Th^ resulting adjusted per pupil allowance is then multipliod by the greater 
Average Daily Hembership (APN> of the current or immediately prior school year* 
From this total entitlement is subtracted the local share. The remainder is the 
formula generated aisount. The teacher ratio is generated for each corporation by 
dividing the corporation teacher factor, as computed from the following training 
and experience table, by the state vide teacher factor. 



College training 


Experience 




(Years) 


(Years) 


Factor 


Less than 4 




0.7 


4 but less than 5 


Less than 6 


0.8 




6 years or more 


0.9 


5 3rcars or more 


Less than S 


1.0 




5 or more but 


1. 1 




less than 11 






11 or more but 


lo2 




less than 17 






17 or more 


1.3 



Average Daily Membership (ADM) represents the count of pupils enrolled in grades 
K*12, with kindergarten counted as .5. Additional weighting is provided for 
students participating in certain programs according to the following table. 



Special Education 



(Est. $33,970,639) 



Prograsui for Handicapped IHiildren 
multiple handicapped 
physically handicapped 
visually handicapped 
hearing impaired 
emotionally disturbed: 
emotionally disturbed} 



Additional 
Count 



ERIC 



2i 



full time self-»contained special class 
all others 

neurologically imphired/leaming disabled; full time» 
self*contained special class 



2.37 
2.04 
2.70 
2.73 
2. 32 
0.94 

1.59 



Cateidaltcn 9t9Xe ami iMiriltmrw of Program Cofti Bxteni 
of "Sotmril District Partleipation. 



State share s ^e state share is represented by the 
greatmr m^nr calculated eithat from the Regular or 
Hioimum Basic Grant. . 

Local ^ahare t Tbe local share to be subtracted in the 
Regular Basic Grant calculation is the levy or yield 
resulcifig frooi i 30 uill tax rate applied to tbe 1974-7S 
Aujuacad Asasmsed Valuation. Thtre Is no local effort 
subtraction on the Minimum Baaic Grant. 

Eaquireoents for Participation: To qualify for state 
monies from either the Regular or Minimum Basic Grant* 
a school corporttlon must adopt either a 30 mill tax 
rate or the full maximum normal tax levy, i^ichever 
ia leas. 

The local share anounts to $393*324,300 

Extent of Far c icipat ion t An estimated 30S school 
corporatTonsI 



So- 



122 



STATE SUPPORT, »T8-7» 



N«tt0 of ^or^Rtf Ugal CItattefti AnUHtnt Appropritted for 191^79; Percent of State VwA AUoettttft ' 



R«urologicatl7 ispairetf/lMrKiiiig 4i«abled; all otber 
coMunicAtion bao^icapped 
educ^ls Btatatly ratardoi 
trainabla wacally tatardad 

aenrar^ly and profoundly oattCally ratArded bowbcmnd 



0A9 
1*20 
1.51 
0*57 



?ocatiOMl Education 



Vocational Frograaa " 

agrioultura A (1/2 day) 

agricuttura a (oa# pariod per day) 

dtitributiv* education 

haatth oceupationa (laboratory) 

conauBwr asd hoaaflMtfciog (on* pariod per day) 

occupaticmal bOM •coooaica (laboratory) 

bttsiiieaa education (laboratory) 

Itidttetriat education A (1/2 day) 

induatrial education S (2 perioda per day) 

cooperatiire education (all areaa) 

area acbool participation (in addition to above) 



(Eat. $14,824,721) 

Additional 
Count 



0*38 
0.19 
.0.33 
0.33 
0.14 
0.33 
0.33 
0.48 
0.33 
0.28 
0.09 



Coapcnaatory education 



(Bat« $12,158,400) 0*20 



The 9820 bate is reduced by 25S for Bandicapped«aod Vocational prograna and 40Z 
for cottpeoeatory. Student enrol Iflient in theae approved prograoia ia tbe a ingle 
neaaure of participation. The percentage reduced base ia omltiplied by the 
corpQfation ratio aa previoualy described and by the total additional count of 
each oajor prograa. the additional count for handicapped prograffia would be 
the total of the products of enrollment and additional count for each 
specific prografB. 

The total calculation for the regular grant is then found to include the basic 
grant aaount plus any nonies calculated on the baaia of handicapped, vocational, 
and/or coaipensatory additional pupil counts. 



2* Guaranteed Add^-On 



(Eat. $141,372,215) 



Thia foraula ia easentially a ninisBum diatrict guarantee vith certain modified** 
tlons. There is no local effort aubtract off as in tbe Regular Baaic forsula. 
The previoua calendar year net tuition aupport dollar aaount is adjusted by an 
AOH ratio. Net tuition support is total tuition support for the previoua 
calendar year less calculated Raodic^q^d and Vocational omiea. The am ratio 
ia current year Aim divided by iisnediate prior year ADN. To thia adjuatad net 
baaic grant ia added $65 per AM on AM of current or iamdiate prior year. To 
this adjusted net basic grant ia added $54 per AM on AM of current or isnediate 
prior year. To thia aamint ia added a dollar aaount repreaenting 2 percent of 
the previoua calendar yeara general operating budget leaa 1 percent of the 
Mxira norMl tax levy. For the 1979 calendar budget thia vould be tbe 1978 
calendar budget. Lastly, the calculated Handicapped and Vocational dollars t on 
the basis of additional pupil couota are added. 



ERLC 



UPUSA 



CaleulaUon of State and Loeal Shar^i Proffrtm Coati Bttmt 
of Sehool Diitriet Partidptttloii. 



All school corporations received aid under the 
guaranteed add-on provialon* 
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(Pursuant to Xodioiio Cod* 20^lO*l--7«U onl 
ptrostttgatod rulo of tbo teooral Conitslon 
of ebo Stato Board of Bdueatioo)* 



ft5.400,0QQ C0>70») 



' State Amm Proratad oaleuUtion of antitlawnta 
ammt tuTfiot amctadi total program coata. 



Tha eaat of inatnictioii aalariaa ad juatad hf l.OS ia tha antitleaant for auowr 
aducation vaia^ratMOt* Ida total of all antitloBsi&ta ara proratad to fcaap vithin 
tita lioa itam appropriation. z^* 



Spaeial Bducation 
Toeatioaal education 
Coaponaatory Bdwation 



Saa Baaic Support Prograa 
Saa Baaic Support Program 
Saa Baaic Support Program 



m IJSFtR TOXTXOB FOR CBXLDBBH PtACSP BY THE 
ISOUBA l»FMXKBSr W KBHXAL BBALTB 
(20-8.1-«a-^S(d)(6) 



n.000.000 (0,12%) 



Prom tha avaraga local aspanditura par pupil datarminad by elaaa of achool or program* in 
tba caaa of ha&dicippad pupila» ia aubtractad the per pupil atate distribution for tuitioo 
aupport* The result ia multiplied hj the number of placed studenta in AEM. 

STATB SCHOOL r^iPPWT^ASOLT WSCklKSB 

(Purf(iant to Indiana Code 20-10.1-7-1 
and promulgated rule of tha General 
Commiaaion 6f the State Board of Education). 

$4,4AO>(»0 (0.?71) 

Tha atate reimburae« achool eorporationa for^adult education provided to persona 
aeeking eighth grade cos^letion^ aeeking a higft achool equivalency certificate* or 
peraona aeeking hi^ achool credit to obtain a hig^ achool diploma. Baifldmraaomnt 
ia limited to the coat of tha inatructor for a particular courae of atudy. 



PPPg SUPPORT SgWlCBS 

STATE SCBOOL SBPPORT-TRAHSFORTATK^ 
(Gradea K-12) (Indiana Code 21-3-3.1) 



S28.568.000 (3.671) 



Regular School 
Tranaportation 



(Eat. "$23*845*710) 
Regular School Tranaportation raiidmraamant ia crafted 
accordingly! $106 - ($11.00 x linear denaity) equals the 
adjuated pejr pupil amount. The adjuated per pupil amount 
a nui^r of eligible ptpila equala tba eligible pupil entitle*^ 
ment. The eligible pupil entitlement odnua tha levy that a 
1.3 mill rate on the 1974 pay 1979 adjuated aaaeaaed 
valuation raises results in the allom^le tranaportation 
entitlement. An eligible pupil ia a pupil of the school 
corporation in grades R-12 and tranaported more than 1 mile. 
Kindergarten pupil count aa .3 eligible pu|.il. Linear 
denaity ia the diviaion of total eligible pupila by the 
total round trip mileage of ell vehiclaa used for pupil 
transportation. Alf pupil and mila^ga inputa are thoae in 
exiatence in achool year ending in preceding calendar year. 



CEatetdaUon <^ State Kiel Loml 
of SetioQl Distriet'PirtldpmtlOA. 



Smroa of Prasmi Coali Bxtant 



Local share I All costs mt mot by, reiobursemsnt. 



Bntent of Participation s An estimated 280 achool 
Corporations. ^ 



State share ; lOO percent of cost of education. 

Local share t Sehoul corporations must enroll and 
provide o^rtunity to any Msntal Health Pupil placed 
in their bounder iea. 



State share ; lOO' percent of instructor cost . 

Local share ; All costs not covered by reiobursementi 

tetspt of Participation ; An estimated 91 school 
corporstions. 



State ahare : The allombje tranaportation entitlement 
per dxatrict as ^justed to bring the total amwnt 
distributed vithin the emeunt appropriated by the 
General AsseiAly. Such adjustment applies to both 
regular as uell as vocational and special education ^ 
tranaportation. 

Local ahare ; The leiry of 1.5 mills on the 1974 adjuat- 
ed Aasessed Valuation payable in 1975. 

7 

B»tent of Participation ; 295 Sehool oorporationa. 



2? 



ERIC 



2?5 



ERIC 
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STATE SUrPORT^ I»T*-T9 



IBDXm 



^ Cltattem AmotB|l ApfMpriftted for 19T8-7S| Pmnt of SUte Flimh AIlorate« 



VocAtimal Education Trafi«|>ortatlofi 
Special Bducatlon 



^ (Eat* $637»066) 

% (Bst. $4,085»224) 

All pupil and Bilaaga inputa ara thoaa in exiatanea in achcol 
jrear andlng ia pracading caleadar yaar. Pisrttiar» the atata 
ralmburae^ 80 percent of the additional coat af truaporting 
special adiiaation itiideata enrolled in apecial education 
progjraaa and 80 percent of the additional coat of trana*^ 
porting vocational studenta to an area vocational school* 
All factors relating to apecial and vocational transportation 
formla reiaburac^nt are those in existence in each achool 
district in the achool yeat ending in the calendar year. 



SCHOOL FOOD AND OTTRITlOS PBOGRAM 
(P.L* 10, Acts of 1977) 



$4>219,652 <0>54X) 

Calculated by dividing tha number of oieals aervad during the. 
school yaar by the amount of money appropriated. 



DISTRICT CHARACTERISTICS 

TRANSFER TUITICW FOR CHILDREN OF STATE 
EKPLOYEES LIVING OH STATE PROPERTY 
(Indiana Code 20«-8.6--6.1-6 



$209.000 (Q>022) 



Eligibly districts oust enroll students whose parents are employees of the state and who 
live on state property located in a school corporation or within tho sane county. 



CURRENT AID PROCRAWS, N.B.C . 

DISTRESSED SCHOOL FUND 
(P.L. lOt Acts of m7) 



$2>000>000 (0>23%) 



Atiy or all of the amount appropriated by the General ABsembly may be alloted to any school 
corporation for General Fund purposes. ^ 

When a school corporation anticipates a defktit^in its current budget* it oust appeal to 
the State Board of Tam Commissioners for a budget hearing action and aceordinglv request 
financial relief from the State School Property Tax Control Board. The Control Board 
then makes recomnendation to State Board of Tax Commissioners i4io advisee State finance - 
Board of its findings. Any school i^«ceiving such fiid becomes a controllad school 
corporation* 



CAPITAL SDPFORT PTOCRAWS 

STATE Stmxn. SUPPORT-ADA Flat Grant 
(Indiana Code 21-3-4.5 as amended) 



$41.500^000 (5.33%) 



$40 per student in Average Daily. Attendance in grades 1-12' fs distributed annually on 
or 4ibout Ju\f 1. Application of this grant locally is as follows: 



1. A achool corporation may use for current operation no more of this grant than it 
need for auch purpose in 1973 # 1974. 1975 or 1976^ 



CttetOattett Of ^te end Iioenl SharcB Of Prngrtm 
of Sehool Dietriot Pirtidpmtioau 



state and Local revenues for school food md nutrition 
must match Federal moniea at ratio of 3 atate-local 
dollars to 1 Federal dollar. State appropriation may 
be escalated to insure meeting matching req[uirements« 

Extent of Participation ; 304 achool districts. 



State share ! Average t^cal expenditure per pupil less 
distribution for tuition support and other current 
expense » tiros AIM of such pupils. 

Local share t Rone 

Extent of Participation ; 35 school districts. 



State share ; 100 percent of amount allotted by 
appropriate authoritiea. 

Local share ; None. 

Extent of Participation ; 3 or 4 schools annually. 



State share ; lOO percent of calculated asiount. 
Local share; None. 



Extent of Participation; 3b5 school eorporation. 
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STATE SUPPORT, 1978-79 



12S 



Name of Progrimi Ugal Citationt Amomt Appropriated t» i978-79| Percent of State Fimd» AUoeatedi 
Program Oeseriptiofu 



Calodatton of State and Loei^ Sham <tf Program CJocti Bxteat 
of Sehod District Partieipattoiu 



2* A, scbool eorporaeioii haviag debt shall utilise any revainiiig sflmmts to apply 
against eat isf act ion of its annual debt needa; 

3. A acbool corporation wBy utilise for eusnilative building ot current operation 
any reaaining anomt# 

a3m>}i scHcxK. building fund 

tChapter 379, Acts of 1959, as aaiended) 
One tiae appropriation astabliatied a 

.revolving loan fund $19,000,000 

Aisount of approved loan not to exceed $2,000 per pupil, including tbe funds to be 
provided locallsf. The Ccmon School Building Fund CooBdsaion has established 
$750,000 aa the cMsiimin aBK>unt of advancesnent per diatrict. . 

In order for districts to participate, they nust have raised, by bond issue and/or 
cusulacive building fund levy, an amount equal to at least 2 percent of the adjusted 
assessed valuation* 



State share: Anount of approved project coat to 
mavlnntpi minus local share. 

The nascism dollar anount tsay be weived if: 
1* the school corporation has an adjusted assessed 
valuation per pupil ADA of leaa than eight 
thousand four hundred dollars ($8f400). 

2. the school corporation's debt service tax rate 
would exceed three dollars ($3.00) per one hundred 
($100) of aBBeued valuation wiehout a waiver of 
the dollar limitaeion; and, 

3. the School Property Tax Control Board reconaends 
a vaiver of the dollar lisitation. 



VETERANS MEMORIAL SCHOOL CONSTRUCTION FUND 
(Chapter 312, Acts of 19SS, as amended). 



$1,500,000 



^,ie time appropriation established a revolving loan fund. In order for districts 
to participate, they il at have levied at least 5 sills for deLt service on the 
assessed valuation for at least 3 years prior to application. The extent of need 
for classrooms is based on projected enrollsuiAts for the next 6 years. 



2? 



Local share : Eligibility for loans is based on local 
financial effort and need. Repayisent is tsade in seni- 
annual installsents over a msxlrmtm period of 20 years. 
Asiount of repayment on principal, plus 1 percent 
carrying change, is writhhelo by the State froa the 
districts State Basic Grant distribution and the 
Memorial Construction Fund. 

Ifattent of Farticipetion i A few school districts vlll 
obtain new advancementa during 1978-79. 105 school 
corporations are currently repaying loans froa this 
fund. 



State share : 100 percent of approved loan but maximum 
outstanding total loan from this fund may not exceed 
$250,000. Hovever, the maximum, dollar amount may be 
waived if: « 

1. the school corporation haa an adjusted assessed 
valuation per pupil ADA of less than eight thousand 
four hundred dollars ($8,400); 

2. the school corporation's debt service tax rate 
vould exceed three dollars ($3.00) per one 
hundred dollars ($100) of assessed valuation 
without a waiver of the dollar limitation; and, 

3» the School Property Tax Control Board recoganends 
a waiver of the dollar limitation. 
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ffTATB SUPPORT. 1979-79 



E1IDXAR4 



By ftograiny Ugri Ctutiotn Amoimt Appriipriat0d for 1979-79| P^reent of State 

iTQKf ftUI DtSOnplMHI. 



(kleiditkm <tf State IiOMlJStam <^ 
of SehOQl INttriot Putle^ttiofu 



VBTBRAfiS HEMOftUr. SCHOOL COHSTROCTIW FOM) $3,000,000 
Diiaater Prov£«im« (Publie Lm 102 ^ 
Acts of 1974 p Aaeod^d) 

Om eiflH epproprUcion etceblished a revolving loon fund* 

For dictricto i^ich oust h«vo suffcrtd lots by flre^ flood» tomadOt wind or other 
disaster which eafces all or part of the school building or buildings unfit for 
school purposes as defined in XC 1971 » 20<-5-44. 



Local Share X Eligibility for loans 1* "based m local 
financxai effort am: need* iMsount of repayMttt on 
principal^ plus I percent carr]ring cbargeg is vitbbeld 
by the state fn» the district's SUte Basic Grant 
district ion and transferred directly* to the Veterans 
Hioorial Construction Fund, 

Bntent of Particioat i^ t a total of 113 districts 
have Mtained loans fron this fund* Six are expected 
to obtain loans each year« 



State share s The mBmmt of the loan vill be. detamined 
by oMltiplying the state's average cost per pupil for 
school construction aa detereioed for P.L. 81^*^15 o 
the ttunber of pupils displaced by the disaster* 
School corporations nay only apply for the difference 
and the replaeexent cost of the fscility* 

Local share t Repayaient is aede in semi-aunual install- 
asnts over a vmimm of 20 yeare* The aaount of re- 
payment on principal » plus 1 parcent interest on the 
declining balance is withheld by the district's State 
gaaic Crant distribution* Aaounts repaid shall be 
deposited in a special fund knom aa the School 
Disaster Loan Fund* 



Extent of Participation ! Three corporations have 
received loans totaling $2»370»O00* 
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r UBLIC SOiOQL FINANCE PROGRAM^ 1978-79 



Gayle C, Obrecht* Director. Adsiinistration and Finance, ut^rved as the State authority 
for tha preparation Mid revlw of thla program report* 



Selectad School Finance Facta 



>; ATE SuPPUHT 

^ !• Approximately S*: perrt»nt of the St ita<*»local revenues 

including tax »r**:its for eleaentary and seconda^ 
|. pibtic achoola were provided by the State. 

< • 

I: 2. All State fundv are derived from annual appropriations. 

f 1« In FY 1979 the follcM#ing State paynents vere 
^ * dlatributed by counties to ch^ir toval taxing 
Jurisdlcationa tu offf»et property tax credits: 



4. 



Agricultural Land Crtfdit 
Homestead Tax Credit 
Personal Property Tax Crcllt 



$42,000,000 
SO, 000,000 
20,^00.000 



The foundation dol{«ir guarantee* for 1978*79 equals 
an estimated 67 percent of Statewide average 
expenditures. The guarantee for each district is 
the same, but the percent varies according to its 
budget timit. 



I. 



2. 



4. 



LOCAL SUPPORT 

There are 447 fiscally Independent school districts 
in the State. 

Most of the local school taxes are derived from 
property taxes* Some 21 small districts have enacted 
an 'enrlchmaot* tax. One third of the proceeds of the 
tax is derived from district Income surtaxes. 

Local contributions to the basic equallration program 
amount to $521,850,068. Other locally raised 
revenues are estimated at $35,953,013. 

A statutory budget limit is in effect for each district. 
No additional levies can be raised locally other than 
the enrichment tax described above. This tax is subject 
to majority voter approval for periods up to 5 years. 

A district's debt limit is equal to 5 percent of the 
district's valuation. The debt service tax rate may 
not exceed 2.70 per $1,000 of assessed valuation except 
by a 60 percent vote of the people. The maximum debt 
service tax rate is limited to $4.05 per thousand. 
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STATE SUPPORT, 197S-79 



N^ree of fttjgr«mt Le^al dution; Amount Appropriated for I978-79| Percent of State PuiKb AUoeatedt 
program Oeaenptiw 



TOTAL 

BASIC StfPPOaT PROCa AM 

STATE FODBDATIOB AID 
Chapter 442 

AUowabla Education Coat Growth 



ERIC 



$476.490,396 (1001) 



$46I.062>396 (96,76% ) 



ror tba schoQl year fi»«gimiins July I, 1978, the state allowable growth in education coat 
budgets if 9.422 percent and equals $127. This a: ouut is derived by applyiug 9*42X to 
the prior year education cost ($lp343 x 9.422 - $127;. 

The allovable growth per pupil for aach school district is the basic allowable growth 
par pupil for the budget year modified aa followss 



(a) 



(b) 



If the sta..-e cost par pupil in the baaa year exceeds the district cost per pupil 
in the base year, the basic allowable growth per pupil for the budget year is 
oodifled to e^ual the lesser of 125 percent of the basic allowatfle growth per pupil 
lor the budget year or an mount sufficient to equalise the district cost per pupil 
with the State coat par pupil in the budget year, 

A School Budgat Review Ckmittee nay also modify the allowable district cost growth. 



CalciOatlm ^ State and loetl Steres Promm Coati Bstmt 
of Sehool District Partid|Mit)on, 



Minimus Guarantee 



'$l»400,800) 



If Che 9mmt detensinad for any district is less than $200 per pupil, the district is 
entitled to receive $200. However, if the receipt of th^ $200 by a school district plus 
the money raised by the foundation property tax exceeds the Bsxianm allowable district 
cost for the budget year, the diatrict shall be entitled to receive in state foundation 
aid in aoount equal to the difference between the fl»ney raiaed by the foundation 
prop«*rty tax and the district allowable coat for the budget year. 



t>ecli!iing Enrollment 



'$9p077.603> 



The base enrollment is subject to adjustment for decreasing enrollment. The State con- 
troller shall add to the base enrollment' in the budget year an aoount equal to 50 per- 
cent of any decrease in enrollment from the base year to the extent that the increase 
does not exceed five percent of the sun of the basic enrollment in the base year plus 
adjustments made for decreasing enrollments in the base year, and 25 percent of the 
remaining decrease. The base year refers to the previous school year. 

Special Education ($50,033,000) 

Three 'lighting categoriea for special education students have been established! 

1.7 for slow leamets who are predo linatoly in regular classes. 

2a0 for more retarded children. 

4-0 for most severnly retarded children. 

Theive ere total wei{.ht» and not add<^on pu,^il weights. 
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State Share t Each achool district is entitled to 
reee&ve atata adiool foundation aid whidi shall be an 
amount par pupil equal to the difference between the 
amount per pupil of foundation property tax in thd 
district and tba State foundation base « The State 
foundation base for 1978-79 is 76X of the State cost 
per pupil, which amounts to $1,157. 



Ucai ^ra t Diatrict pays balahea of maximum budget. 
Each achool district is required to levy $5^0 per 
thousand dollars of assessed valuation which is full 
market value* 
Extent of Pattictpation i 



447 distrietss 586,029 headcount 

8,354 bonus enrollment for declining 
enrollment 
32,921 additional wei^ting for special 
education 

Included ere 18 minimum aid district. 397 districts 
receive aid under the declining enrollment provision. 
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PrSgM^ oSSfpSJl!^ Cltatlom Ambunt Appropriated for I978-79i Percent of SUte Pumh Attoettedi 



The two Utter mightiag estegorie* apply to pupil* in »«lf-coatciii«d elastrooos. 
(Separate achooU fot daaf and for blind children are Dtiataioed by the State. Ilieae 
aebeola are funded through the State Board of Regenta.) 

Included in the Foundation Proffraa is an aaount equal to $55 per pupil earaarked for 
apaeial education eupport aervlees which are provided hy the newly 

created Area Education Agencies. Thia aet-aalde generates an aswunt equal to $26,222.14 
tmicn la included above. 

PUPIL TARCETEtf ICtSTRUCTKWAL PROGRAMS 

Special Education .... See Basic Support Prograoi 

VOCATIONAI. EBUCATKW FUND SI Q£M» <M)0 tn e.n^\ 

Section 258.8. 197' Code of Iowa $3,000,000 fp,^^ 

Amount expended of approved program* 



MIGRANT EDUCATION $50.000 (0.01%) 



CMILWlEfil IN STATE INSTITUTIONS, Bat. $6l5»0OO (0 19t\ 

TUITION IN CHARITABLE INSTITUTION, ^ ^ 

OR CHILD IN BOARDING HOHB 

Sectlona 282*22, 282.23, 282*23, 

1977 Code of Iowa 

Paymnta are paid from funda not otherwise appropriated. 
Child** domicile muat have been in another school district. 
PUyiL StTFPORT SERVICES 

SCHOOL POOD SERVICES $3,322.000 (Q.M t\ 
Chapter 283A ' ^ 
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129 



Caaculattm of IKttte mi Local Shares ^ Program Costt Bxtent 
of SehoQl Diatriot Ptrtietpation. 



State share I 40 percent of aaount for adult programs. 



Approximately 20 percent of the amount for day-achool 
program, aa funds allow. Percents shown are for 
crabittftd State funda Hated and Faderal funda for 
vocational aducation. 

Local share : All costs in excess of State ahare. 



Extent of Participation : 357 school districts were 
paid for vocational and technical education programs 
provided. 

State ahare : Excess ci#2t8 of the educational program. 

Local share : Regular coat of education* 

Extent of Participation : 6-7 school district. 

State share : 1(K> percent of calculated amount. 

Local share : Any coats which exceed the maximum 
permitted for tuition. 

Extent of Part icipat ion ^ 131 achool districts. 



State share : 4.07^ per lunch aerved. 1,77^ for all 
breakfaats. 4.43c for free breakfasts. 3.35^ for 
reduced price breakfaat. 14o2Z of Federal funds used 
for food service equipment assistance. 

Local share : Balance after State and Federal funding. 



Extent of Participation : 447 Public school; 213 non- 
public achools; 68 othera. 



UO STATE SUPPORTt 1978-79 



Nftme of Pragrami Legal Citationi Amount Appropriated for 1978-79| Parcent of State Funds Allocated; 
Program Deseriptlom 



COMSOT AIO PROGRAMS, H.E.C> 

SCHOOL WPGET REVIEW CWMITTBE S4>Q0Qw00Q (6.822) 

Sacrion 442a3(6> 

$2»50O»0OQ Supplenantal Oeclloing Bnrollneat Aid 
l,300p000 Sappl^nental Special Education Aid ' 
2OO9OOO Suppl^Kntal Aid for Unique and Unusual Circumstances 



TRANSFORTATICm OF NONPUBLIC 

SOtOOL PUPILS $4>Q41>00Q (0^842) 

Chapter 285 



TEXTBOOK SERVICES FOR r^ONPUBLIC SCHOOL PUPILS $AQ0,OQO (0.08%) 

Chapter 301 
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Calcidatim of State and Loeal Stares of Program Coeli Bxtafit 
* of Sehoca DIstrier Partieipatim. 



State share t Decision of School Budget Reviev Cms&ittee 
Local share ; Balance « if any# 

Extent of Participation ; Betioate ^ 224 districts » 



State share : Actual coat if transported not to exceed 
district average transportation ocst» in lieu of 
providing transportation payment of $40 per pupil* 

Local share s If necessary for pro rate payment of 
state £unds~parent to pay difftrence. 

Extent of Participation ; 241 school districts. 



State share ; Maxisun Heimburseioent to local school 
districts is $7.50 per resident nonpuhlic school pupil 
and cannot exceed the eompatahle services offered to 
resident piihlic school pupils. 

Extent of Participation : 130 school districts. 
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Dale Dennis, Assistant CwBuissioner^ Financial Services 
served as the State authority for the preparation and ' 
review of this prograa report. 



Selected School Finance Facts 



5. 



STATE SUPPORT 



1. Approximately 4? percent of the State-local revenues for elementary and 
secondary public schools were provided by the SUte. 

2. State funds for public schools are derived through annual appropriations. 

3. The State rebates to the districts 20 percent of the resident income 
tax liability dye the State. As a result of a change in the law. this 
rebate was treated for the first time as a deduction on the basic 
equalization aid due each district for 1978-79, 

4. The foundation dollar guarantee equals an estimated A3 percent of 
statewide average expenditures per pupil. 
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UKUL SOPPQRT 

1. There are 306 fiscally independent school districts in the State. 

2. Ad valoroB taxes constitute the sole source of local tax 
revenues. 



3. 



The State has enacted no new program but the major aid program, the 
school District Equaliaatibn Act of 1973, has been amended a ni^ber 
of times. Chief of these amendments are: 

. The extension of the basic equalisation principal (guaranteed 
budgets) to district expenditures for Social Security 
vocational education, spec.ial education, workmen's compensa- 
tion and unemployment insurance. Previously these required 
special levies. The higher of the amounts levied for each 
of these funds by a school district in 1976 or 1977 was added 
to the gegral fund budget of the aistrict prior to the 
computatifR of its legal maximum general fund budget 'for 
the 1978-79 school year. 

. The County Foundation Fund was abolished. 

. Conversion of each district's Income tax credit into a 
deduction from Its basic aid receipts frcan the State. 
(Before FY 1979, this credit provided larger refunds to income" 
wealthier districts than to poorer ones. ) 

. Conversion of the district wealth measure— adjusted valuation 
and taxable income— into a 4-year moving average. 

. Increased the number of reasons for which the State Board of 
Tax Appeals may raise a district's budget limit. 

Th« State pays for its school districts the entire amount needed as the 
employer contribution to the Kansas Public Employee Retirement Fund. 
Fur 1978-79, this amount was estimated at $35 million and doas not 
appear in the State aid program. 

Two legal challenges to the Kansas School District Equalization Act 
are now pending in district courts. 



5. 



District boards of education have the authority to adopt 
school budf^ets within the prescribed limits and to levy the 
required taxes to fund these budgets without voter approval. 

A district may increase its budget to the median budget for its 
enrollment category, with voter approval. The State Board 
of Tax Appeals may raise a district's budget liait under certain 
circumstances and without voter approval. 

The bond debt limit is set at 7 percent of each district's 
assessed valuation. This limit may be exceeded upon approval of 
the State Board of Education. 
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Name of Program; Legal Citation; Amount Appropriated f<Hr 1378*7S| Percent of SUte Fmik AUoeatadi 
Prof^am Description. 



Calcidation of State and Local Siarea of Program Coiti Extent 
of Setmd District Participation. 



TOTAL 

BASIC SUPPORT PROGRAMS 

STATE SCHOOL EQUALIZATION 

K.S.At 1978 Supp. 72-7030 et a e<^ . 



$343>598,035 (100%) 



$245.500.000 (7I,4$Z) 



Each district la guaranteeJ a budget limit Which is based on its enrollnent category 
and local effort rate (LER)* The enrollmeAt categories are: 

1-199 

* 20399 

400-1,299 
1,300 and over 

The enrollment categories and tJtiG "norm" 8PP*s are based on an analysis of median 
operating costs per pupil at various levels of enrollment, and are subject to change 
each year by the State Board of Education. 

The annual rise In a district's budget per pupil (BBP) is limited to: 

115 percent of the amount budgeted per pupil in the preceding 
school year or 105 percent of the median budget per pupil in 
the preceding school year whichever is the lotier amount but in 
any case the district can increase budget per pupil by 105 
percenL. 

Minimum guarantee: Districts* having a sufficiently high general fund tax rate were 
guaranteed a minimum equal to their entitlement in 1972-73 of general and supplemental 
state aid* Only 75 percent of the incoro tax rebate is used in computing aid under the 
"urandfather clause," This aid la reduced by 10 percent for each mill, or fraction 
thereof, that the district *s general fund tax rate was less than the median tax rate of 
all districts in the preceding year* 
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State share : The State share is a residual amount up to the 
budget level guarantee for a district in the enrollment c%t^ 
egory once the looal share (local effort) is determined. 

Bach school district's general state aid is eoi^uted as fol 
lows: subtract from its legally authorised general fund 
budget the sum of: 

a* district wealth multiplied by the district*s local ef* 
fort rate ('♦district wealth** is defined by the Act as 
the four year average of adjusted valuation of taxable 
tangible property and taxable income of residents of the 
district); 

b. receipts in the preceding school year under P,L. 874, 
i.e., federal impact aid; 

c. district's share of the income tax rebate. 

The total of those item is defined by the Act as **local ef^ 
fort." No district is entitled to general state aid unless 
its general fund budget exceeds its **local effort." 

Local share : The principal component of "local effort" for 



nearly all districts is itep4 (a), above, i.e., district 
wealth times the local eff;>rt rate (LER). Under the Act, a 
district !s LER is I 799 percent of its budget per pupil 
(BPP> or thtj aajse as the "norm," BPP for its enrollment cat- 
egory. If a district's BPP is more or less than such "norm," 
its LER is more or less than 1.799 percent in the same pro^ 
portion that its BPP deviates from the "norm." The formula 
for determining a district's tER is: 



1. 799% 



District's BPP 

BPP "Norm" for the 
District's Enrollment 
Category 



The general principle of "power equalizing" is that each 
district has equal power to select its level of spending be*- 
cause its BPP is a function ofthe school board's budgetary 
policies and of the district's "local effort," not a func- 
tion of the district's wealth. Within an enrollment cate- 
gory, a district with low wealth per pupil may choose to 
have the same BPP as a district with more wealth per pupil. 
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Name of Programi Legal CitaUon; Amount Appropriated for i978*79{ Percent of State Pitmb Alloeatedt 
Program E>escription« 



STATE INCOME TAX REBATE 
K.S^A* 72-r067 



$38>8jt2^QOO (11.30%) 



20 ptrrci-nt of the State Income tax is rebated to the school district of the resident 
taxpayer. This aaount is includcTd as p«rt of the local contribution to the district's 
guaranteed budget per pupil. 



SPECIAL EDUCATION FUND 
72-967 et, sej^ 



$22>327,500 (6,50%) 



Tht* HtAte distribution for special education is based on $4,815 per certificated special 
education teacher. Transportation for special education students and teachers is baaed 
upon 80 percent of the roat of transportation* 



voc.ATro>m. education fund 



$ 596 > 569 (Q.17%;> 



STATE POST-SECONDARY AID FOR VOCATIONAL EDUCATION $ 6,118,359 (1-78% ) 

Aid tor high sthool graduates enrolled in vocational education. 
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CateuIatton<tf State ami U»eal Sliarra of Program Coatt Extent 
of Sehotf XMstriet Particdpatim. 



and the LER's of the tipo districts also would be the sane. 
The lol^^alth district, howeyier^wmld have a greater pro- 
portion of its budget financed by general state 4id because 
the product of its wealth and LER vould be less than such 
product in the higber-vealth district* 

Extent of Participation : 306 school districts. For 1977-78 
66 of these districts received aid under the ^^grandfather ' 
clause** or aioimum guarantee* This aid totaled about $2.2 
million. Of these 66 districts, 19 also received sooe basic 
general aid under the equalisation formula. 



State Share s 100 percent « 
Local Share ; None 

Extent of Participation ; 306 school districts 



State Share ; 100 percent of calculated amount* 

Local Share ; Balance of cost not reimbursed* 

Extent of Participation ; Approximately 306 school districts. 

State Share ; The allotment is based on local ability, num- 
ber of students, number of teachers, poverty level, and un- 
effiployraent level. 

Local Share ; Balance of cost not reimbursed* • 



Extent of Participation ; 210 school districts* 



State Share ; 90 percent of tuition charges for all high 
school graduates enrolled in area vocational-technical 
schools* 
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Name of Programi Legal Ciutiom Amount Approfniated for 1378-79t Percent of State Ftmds AUoeatedf 
Program Deseription. 



Calculation of State anu iuMcal Shares of Program Coatt Extent 
of Sehocd District Participation. 
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AREA VOCATIONAt-TECHNICAL SCHOOL FUND 
K.S*A. 4301-19 



$ 3>93Q,27 7 (Ijl^gl 



AlIottMnt lt> b«i»4^d on local ability* number of Htudtenttt* number oi teachers^ poverty 
level* and unemployiBenc level. 



STATE SAFETY FUND 

(Sec. 8-267 and 8-272 KSA) 



$ 1,400>000 (0>41t) 



Ptftcent of f»tate pupils completing course in district not to exceed amount expended for 
driver education* 



STATE ADULT BASIC EDUCATION 
WPIL SUP PORT S ERVICES 
PUPIL TRANSPORTATION 



$ 42*500 (0,01%) 



$ 22* 100*000 (6 .4:3X) 



Thf pupil transportation formula Is based upon 100 percent of the actual cost per pupil 
tranitported or the st.ite average cost per pupil transported (whichever is lower) based 
nn a density cost graph. Aid is provided for pupils living at l«ast 2.3 miles from 

hC. hou 1 . 



STATE SCHlX>L FOOD ASSISTANCE 

School food assistance is based on 4 cents per mual . 

?^^J!L^?1 J^WARA^^^ ST ^.CS 

FoRT LEAVENWORTH SCHt)OL DISTRICT $ 
State paym*'nt to dlHtrict with virtually i-m-Federal land. 



$ U11 3 *000 (0.612) 



^^^Hu> (0.19%) 
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State Share : State categorical aid for approved vocational 
education programs in area vocational*-technical schools. 

Extent of Participation : Secondary and postsecondary stu- 
dents are both enrolled. 



State Share s 100 percent of calculated amount. Money for 
this program is derived from 30 percent of drivers* license 
fees and 25 percent of chauffers* licence fees. 

Local Share : None* 

Extent of Participation; 306 school districts. 



State Share : Authorized amount. 
Local Share: Balance of the costs. 



2ii 



/ 



KENTUCKY 

PUBLIC SCHOOL FIK4KCB PROCSAH. W78-79 



13S 



au?!IorUr;:r'';i' ^i^^'^^"^- «'<*cal School District Finance, served as the State 

authority for th« preparation and r«vlw of this program report* 



Selected School Finance Facta 



^•WJE SUPPORT 



' I. Approximately U |*ifrcfnt of t^e State-lo.al revenues 
for element jry and scLunrfary puhUc schools were 
provided by the State. 

2. State^publir atthoul funds art' dt^rUed frop general 
fund apprupriatiwtf whiuh were made for tha 1978-80 
biennium, 

3. On July 1. 19;;, 4 $0.10 Uual property tax was 
converted into .i State tax payablti to tha State 
Gent-ral Fund, At the «ame time, the local school 
dlatricta were no lorg^r t^iarged a local tax effort* 
Friur to that time, the State tax rate had beeh 

and each nchool distriit had been subject 
to a required looal rffurc. the. pr(iceeds of which 
h^id been deducted from the -iUulated cost of 
the distric t \s foundation program. 

4. . The foundatiun program guaraiit^.^ equals an estimated 

78 pen en. i»f r Star ew(de averagt expenditures per 
pupil in au 

3. employee benefit pro^iramH are {yxn^ied by thc« State 
and ate nut report* d as m aid payment to school 
<!lstrt. rs. For 1978^9, Stat,. pa>?^.nts amounted 
to: 



o Mitrhing r*.aih, r Ret Uerat nt 
w Blue Critsrt and Rhu- ShlM 
o Life Instiranc^ 



$^i8» 576^300 
1,000,000 



New programs fund.-d by stat,- since 19;5-;6 are: 

Program fur th- CHt«M; Fn* Ir xtSooks at 
Secondary level; .i r>Utri.f Pow.r Kquallxat ion 
Fund; Hep iavemtnt of Stu*i. nt r.r.^ u.a ^ Kentui ky 
School Btiil.Ung Ai.triorlfy, | fu> Hulldlng Authority 
will hi-ioro%. .^pei.jt Uin.il in Ww s< hool 

year. 



1. 



2. 



4. 



LOCAL SUPPORT 

The State has 181 fiscally independent school districts. 

Approximately 69 percent of local revenues wre derived 
from the property tax. Three districts levied 
occupational taxes which accounted for 20 percent of the 
local school taxes. Another 11 percent of the local 
revenues were raised from taxes on utilities. An 
estimated $185.9 million were raised as local leeway 
taxes for 1978-79. ^ 

In 1966, each district's levy contribution to the State 
basic support program was frosten by law, following a 
State Supreme Court ruling that local assessments had to 
reflect fair cash value. As a result, local tax rates 
were altered to yield the same levies In light of the 
new assessment levels. In general, these levies have 
grown as a result of revaluation and new additions to 
property. The State Department of Revenues certifies 
local assessment and the State Department of Education 
certifies the maximum tax rate which may be levied by 
the local school district. 

Revenue or holding company bonds may be issued by the 
local government authority with the approval of the 
State Board of Education, These bonds are retired 
through the rentals paid by the local board of education 
for the use of the buildings. 
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STATE SUPPORT^ 197S-T9 



KENTUCKY 



Name of ProgrMit Ugd CiUtiofif Amount Appropriated for 1979-79| Pereent of State Puntk AUoettedi 



Pr«sram Deteriplloit. 



CateidaUon of State and t^oeal Shares of Pi^gram Coiti Brteiit 
of Seho^ Diatrie)^ ParU^tion. 



TOTAL 



BASIC SUPPORT P80C1UH 



r0UNDATI(»a FROCKAM Txm 

(S«!C« 157*310 to 1S7«540, fCenCucky Revised 

Statutes) 



$602 >03 ^ >300 (93,55 8) 



State share r 100 percent. 



Pull State Funding of Baaic Program 



Local aharai none 



Extent of Participations 181 districts 



Classroom Units Calculation 



Basic Units 



(Est. $360»677»422) 



Basic Units are allotted on the previous yearns end-of-^year ADA. One basic teacher unit 
is allowed, after reducing the ABA by 6.9 for each vocational unit granted and S.l for 
each except i.cf<a children unit granted, for each 27 pupils in ABA io a non<-isolated or 
over 100 ABA school. 

Isolated Schools 

1 basic teacher unit per 12 ABA in each isolated l*teacher schools and 1 unit for each 
^5 ADA in isolated schools i#ith 2 or nore teachers and an ABA fewr than 100. (21.169 
units) 

Vocational Units (Est. $47,399,716) 

Vocational Units art- granted for teachers employed in approved prograna. (2,782 Units) 
Exceptional Children Pnits (Eat. $63,210,980) 

Exceptional Children Units are granted for teachers employed in approved programs. 
(3,710 Units) 

Kindergarten Units (Est. $13,630,400) 

800 classroom units are funded, in 1978-79 school year. 50 pupils enrolled are required 
for a unit. ($00 Units) 

Administrative and Special Instructional Units (Eat. $57,724,744) 

One unit for each S-classroom units alloted in Basic, Kindergarten, Vocational & Special 
Education. (3,388 Units) 

Supervisor of Instruction (Est. $4,855,830) 

0.5 unit for 25-49.9 basic, kindergarten, vocational, and special education units 
allotted; I unit for 50-149.9 units; and 1 additional unit for each additional 100 
units. (285 Units) 

Directors of Pupil Personnel (Est. $3,254,258) 

Proportionate fraction of unit allowed for below 36 basic units allotted. One unit for 
36*165.9 and 1 additional unit for each additional 266, or fraction thereof, basic 
units. < 191 Units) 

Superintendent (Est. $3,083,878) 

^hie unit is allotted each school district. (181 Units) 




STATE »JPPOaT» 1978-79 

> 



frS^ oSSSJucil!*^ ClUtlonf Amount Appropriated for I978-79| Percent of State Fumb AUoMted* 



Incr«M«(i Att«nd«Mi« ^g.^^ $3,833,550) 

CtaMroca-uait atlmrmee ineresisd in proportion to ineroMO la ADA for the first 2 
(225 UnU.) • «»»e preceding »cliool year. 



Exc«tid9<l Ten ^ 

Salary aUwancta increased in proportion to the period of extended esploraent for 
approv.d positions up to the altomd oMxlmum. ^aujm^um. 



Total Units funded; 32,731 

Estioated expense per uniti average teacher salary per unit $12,58$ 

current expense per unit 2^650 

capital outlay IjSOT' 

average cost per unit ?lf753I 



.%1 location of Funds 



Ia.tr«ction Salaries (J412.027.550) 

Anounc per unit is baaed on both training and experience. A school district cannot pay 

the IllotalnJ"' percent of the legislatively scheduled anount and must average 



Training 




Experience (Years) 




0-3 




10 and over 


H*A. Plus 


$12,770 


$14,100 


$15,290 


30 Hours 










11,(KK) 


12,330 


13,520 




9,330 


10,760 


12,230 


96-128 Hours 


7,510 


7,510 


7,510 


64-95 Hours 


6^630 


6.630 


6,630 



Clasarooa unit allowance for each approved, certified, and qualified teacher employed 
at state-approved schools. $12,588 is average salary component of each clasaroom unit. 

Current Expense ($86,737,150) 
$2,650 per classroom unit. 

Capital Outlay ($59,915,800) 
$1,800 per c-lessroota unit 



Pupil Transportation ($43,358,800) 
Cost figures separately established for county and independent school districts but 
allowance for independent school district is not to exceed minimum allowance for any 
counr.y. ■ 7 
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Caletdatlon of Sute whS Loed Sham of Progrwn Coatt Extent 
of Sehod DUtriet Partielpotion. 
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KENTUCKY 


IfMic of Prograinf Legsl Cttatiimt Amount Appropfiated for 1979-79| Percent of State Funds Alloeatedi 
Program Oeseription. 


Caleulatim of State and I«Qoal Sharas of Program Coati Extant 
of SehoolDtelriet PartieipatiOT. 


PWBR E(^MtZAnm FROQIAH mit> $2UOOOjOOO (3,25Z) 

(Sac. 137*345 to 137,5 75 » Kentucky Revised 

Statutes) 




Tbe Mount of the guarantee la limited by the appropriation* For the 197S*79 school year^ 
this provision guerantees a tax rate of 7.859 per hundred of equalised valuation* The 
county with the highest equalised valuation haa the equivalent of $lO$9049 of equalised 
property per pupil* The 7*85c tax rate t4ien applied to this aa»unt generates $84*85 per 
pupil* Districts nust levy the 7*85<: tax rate in order to receive their full allotment. 
For districts vith lower tax rates* the allotflnent is reduced proprotionately 

* 


State share: The difference between the yield of the 
7*85ci tax rate on a districts equalised valuation per 
pupil and the guaranteed amount of $84*85 per pupil 

Local share: Proceeds frra the Qualifying tax rate 
7 .850 «dien applied to the equalised value of the 
districts property* ($28«0(K)»000) 

Extent of Participation: 176 districts (5 districta 
are excluded because their equalised valuation exceeds 
the guaranteed anK>unt; 6 districts levy less than the 
maxinnnn tax rate) 


FUPIL TARGET TNSTRUCTICHlAL PROGRAM 








GIFTED FtJND $565,700 (0.09t) 
U58, Kentucky Revised Statu tes) 




To provide experimental programs of instruction for gifted and talented students* 


Full State Funding on Approved Application 






PUPIL SUPPORT SERVICES 








VOCATIONAL TKANSFORTATION 338 ,400 (0*21%) 

(Sec. 137*370(8) Kentucky Revised Statutes) 




To provide transportation for students from their parent school to a atate vocational* 
technical achool or to a vocational educational center* 


Fall State Funding 


TEXTBOOKS 

(Sections 157*100 to 157*200, Kentuf^ky Revised Statutes) $7,728,500 (1*19X) 




To provide free textbooks to children aCttfnding grades kindergarten through twelve in the 
free public schools of the State* 


Full State Funding 


FEES $12,610,000 (1.95X) 
(Section 138 Kentucky Revised Statutes) 




Elimination of all charges for fees, and rentals for instructional material and for enroll*" 
• menr. . participation, or completion in any regular school program* 


Full State Funding Based on A*D*A* Times $19*89 Per 
Child in A*D*A* 







STATE StrPPOBT, 19?8*?9 



KBKTUCKV m 



Mwne of ^ragrfm; Ugal Citation; Amount Appropriated for 1978-79| Pereont of State Pitwh AUoeatedi 
wopam iiescf iption« 



CURHSHT AID PROCRAIg^ K.g.C. 



CHrr-OP-DlSTRICT 

(Section 158«t3S Kentucky Revised Statutes) 



$1,488,900 (0.23%) 



To provide educational program to pupils enrolled in 8tate*<operated institutiona. day 
treatmnt centers » and hospitals » 



SCUiOOt AUDIT 

. (Section 165.255 to 156.295 Kentucky Revised Statutes) 



$227,100 (0.03%) 

ReiiBbursa school district for 50% of their cost for annual C^P.A. audit of school funds. 



CaleiOatfon of ^te and! t«oeal Shares <rf Program Costf Extent 
of Sehool DIstriet Partlefpetlon. 



Pull state Funding Above the Amount Provided in Basic 
Aid Pomtula* 



50% state and 50% Local on Total Cost of Audit. 
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LOUISIANA 

PUBLIC SCHOOL FINANCE PROGRAM, 1978-79 



G. Byron Benton, Associate Superintendent, served ae the State authority for the 
preparation and review of this program report. 

m n ^ 



Selected School Finance Facts 



STATE SUPPORT 



1. Approximately 65 percent of the State-local revenues for 
the eleoentary and secondary public schools wore pro-, 
' vide<1 by the State. 

i^. :Jtate funds for public schools are made throu^ annual 
appropriations* 

3. Ctate paymertts to school districts from State revenue 
Sharing: funds are used to offset homestead exemptions 
provided by State law, 

^. Be^:inning ^i^ith 1976-77, the constitutionally tequired 
local support tax has been raised from equalized 
aijawssfjients as determined by sales ratio studies « 
The Constitution of 197^ provides that land and resi- 
dential property be classified at 10 percent and all 
other property 15 percent of market value. Agricul- 
tural, horticultural, marsh and timber lands are to be 
assessed at 10 percent oV use value rather than Vulp 
nwrket valu*?» A four year reappraisal interval was 
iloo provided by the Constitution. 

5. T\ui Constitution of 1974 limits the tax rate on pro- 
ptjrty for all purposes to 5-3/4 mills on the assessed 
v;5luoj* Homeatead exemptions provisions exempt 
humesteada fot the first $3,000 of assessed value 
mikUi 13 equivalent to a $30,000 market value exemp- 
tu»n:.W 

6. Aj pariiJhea move towards reassessment, the Const itu- 
tat;n further provides that millages shall be adjusted 
upward or downward so as to eruure that tax collec- 
ti^jTVJ are eejual to the levy total in tho year preceding 
^h« implementation of the assessment provisions of 

the Constitution. 



LOCAL SUPPORT 

!• There are 66 fiscally independent school districts in the State, 

2. The principal source of district revenues and their relative 
shares for 1978-79 were as follows: 



4. 



5* 



Ad valoren taxes 
Sales taxes 

Collections, Food Service Program 
Rental and Interest Income 
All other 



38,2% 
47.7% 
5.6% 
5.4% 
3.1% 



In addition, nine parishes apportioned special appropriations 
fr<»i the Policy Jury ^ich amounted to $1.1 million. 

Local contributions to the basic State equalisation pn^gram 
amounted to $31.0 million. Other locally raised revenues 
equalled $356.3 million in 1978-79* 

The Constitution requires a 5 mill (13 mills in Orleans Parish) 
levy for participation in the basic equalization program. 
Voter approval is required for any additional levy up to 20 
mills, for periods up to 10 years. Optional local sales taxes 
have been imposed in 60 parisiies with voter approval. 

Maximum millage levies are 25 mills on assessed values and 
3 percent limit on sales taxes for all local government units. 
Levy for capital improvonent cannot exceed 25 percent of 
assessed valuation of taxable property in the district* 
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STATE SUPPORT, 1978-79 



Nftme of Programf Legal Citalioni Amount Ap(»ropriated tor 1978*79; Percent of SUte Pmtdi AUoeiited; 
Program Description. 



TOTAL 

BASIC SUPPORT PROGRAMS 

PUBLIC SCHOOL FUND—Equallijat Ion Aid 
Portion l Current eKpefis«, grades K-12) 



$7tB>lt4.772 (IQOX) 



$613.461.924 (85.67%) 



Instructional staff: 
Salary Allowance 



Teacher Units: 

Etetnentary schools or 

departments over 20 J 

ADK . . 

Eleoientary school or 

departments under 203 

ADM 

Hi^h school or departments 
over 4J8 ADM ....... 

High schools or departments 
under 438 ADM 



(;rades 7-8 



Pr Inc ipals 



25, 



(Est* 9406.643,033) 
Scheduled anount per alloted teacher employed: 



College 


Salary allowance 


Number of 


Preparation 


in relation 


to 


years to 


or degree 


teaching experience 


reach 




Ran^e 




naxiiHuiR 


2 years 


$6,620 


$ 8.835 


11 


3 years 


$7,042 


9.363 


U 


5.A» 


8.730 


11,084 


11 




8,941 


12,080 


12 


M.A* ♦ 30 hours 


8,941 


12,856 


13 


Specialist 








in Education 


9,258 


13,188 


13 


Ph.O 


9.680 


13,410 


13 



I unit per each 27 pupils in ADM. 



H30 ADM, I unit; 31-53, 2 units; 54-78, 3 units; 
79-105, 4 units; 106-134, 5 units; 135-165. 6 units; 
166-198. 7 units; 199-203, 8 units. 



1 Unit per each 25 pupils in ADM. 



1-22 ADM. 1 unit; 23-37, 2 units; 38-50, 3 units; 
31-71, 4 units; 72-93, 5 unit& ; 94-116, 6 units; 117- 
142, 7 units; 143-161, 8 units; 162-189, 9 units; 190- 
209, 10 units; 210-240, 11 units; 241-262, 12 units; 
263-283, 13 units; 284-318, 14 units; 319-356, 15 units 
357-395, 16 units; 396-437 ADM, 17 units. 

Units for graces 7-8 are calculated as high school 
units unless tbese grades are part of an elementary 
school. 

1 unit if 7-teacher units; a second unit if there are 
15 or more teacher units. 



Caletaatton of State and Local Stiarea of Program Coati Extant 
of School District Participati(»u 



»tate share : Calculated aBOttr:'t minus Required Local 
Share equala Receipts from Public School Fund Equal!* 
eation Portion* 

Local share s Property tax of up to 5 mills based 

on local assessed valuation. State revenue sharing 

funds to offset homestead exesiptioQ' attributable 

to the constitutional tax* Share amounts to $31,000,000. 



Extent of Participation ; 
State. 



All 66 school systems in the 



2er. 



STATE SUPPORT, I9TM9 



Htmg o f Progrtmi Ugat CiUttm; AnuHiiil Appropriated foi 1978-79| Peremt of State PufKb AUoeatedt 
Prograni Dwcriptioii* 



Earlchoent teachers 

Vocational Education and Specialised Teaclieta in high school departmenta 
(Grade 9-12) 

2 units for high achpols* 76-150 |Hipils. 2 additional units for each additional MO 
pupils. Additional teachers are for vocational subjects and special courses and 
activities in high schools* The vocational and specialised departments imist be in 
operation before the school district vill be eligible to receive the additional 
teachers, and the enricbtaent teachers must be in full-tine teaching cap«tity in the 
vocational and/or specialised fields represented. 



Special education 
Teachers 



(Bat* $47»325,000) 



The allotaient of teachers ia in addition to the allottsent of teachers in the regular 
classroQs and is based on the following miniimiin-maxiinuro pupils per teacher or theraplsl 

A. Pupils in Self-contained Classroom (per teacher) 



1« Mt'ntally Retarded 

(a) Mild 

(b) Moderate 

(c) Severe 
(4) Profound 



2- 

4* 

6. 

7* 



8. 



10. 
It . 



Pre^scbool and 
Elementary Level 



9-17 
8-15 
5-9 
4^7 



&Dotionally Disturbed 7-^13 

Autistic 2-4 

Fducationally Handicapped 12-23 

Learning Disabled 7^13 

Severe Language Disorders 5-9 
Visually Handltrapped 

(a) Blind 6^11 

(b) Partially Sighted 7-13 
Hearing Impaired 

(a) Deaf 5.1^1 

(b) Hard of Hearing 8-15 
Otthopedic Handicap (including cerebral 
pai^y & other anatomical amomalies) 6-11 
Other Health Impaired (including 
neurological & cardiac disorders) ?-l3 
Multiple Handicapped (Deaf-Blind) 4-7 
Gifted and Talented 12-23 
Non--categorical Preschool Program 6-11 



Secondary 
Level 



10-19 
9-17 
5-9 

4- 7 

7- 13 
2-4 

14-27 

8- 15 

5- 9 

?-13 

8- 15 

7-13 

9- 17 

7- 13 

8- 15 
4-7 

14-27 



». Resource Room and Itinerant Instruction 



I. Pupils with severe impairments 
2* All other pupils 

C. Hospital and Homebound - All Pupils 

D* Speech Therapy 



• 5-10 
14-27 

6-11 

40.79* 



5- lQ 
14-27 

6- 11 
40-79* 



ERIC 26i 



^Weighted caseload for moderately handicapped (X2); severely handicapped (X3) ; 
Pr<»found and multipled handicap (X4)« 



Calcttlaticm of Slate and Local Shares of Program Coats Extent 
of School Dtstriet Partieipation. 
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STATE SUPPORT, 1978-79 



LOUISIANA 



I** 



ERIC 



Mtme of Program; Legal Citation; Amount ApprofMlated for I978*7S| Pereent of State Funds AUoeate<h 
Program Description. 



Spvcial education teacher aideft 



(Est. $8»918,560) 



th^^ salary of one teacher aide (up to $3,945) may be included for each self-contained 
class with the exception of educationally handicapped and gifted and talented classes* 

Special education bus attendants (Est* $97S»00O) 

Thi^ salary for eaah approved bus attendant (up to $2774) may be allowed* 

When there are fewer than the minitmim number of pupils per teacher as specified above* 
but not fewer than five pupils per teacher, then the State allotment for the approved 
teacher shall be reduced I/IO for each pupil less than the specified miniwum. The 
siaount of the reduced State allotment shall be paid the teacher from local school 
board funds* 

Supervisors 

$16,107 fur e4ch allotted position filled; 1 position for 40 teacher units; 2 for 150 
teacher units or fraction thereof; and an additional position for each 150 additional 
teacher units* 

SptfCial Education Supervisors (Est* $982,526) 

One allotted to each LEA* if employed, at $16,107 for each allotted position filled. 

Visiting teachers or supervisors of child welfare and Attendance 

One is alloCCed at $13»940 for each 15»000 educable children in a school system* 

Pupil transportation (Est. $69,120,000) 

$4,^27 to $5*063 per bus driver-operator salary plus an allowance for bus operating 

OtUt r Current expense 

$43 per pupil in ADM 
PUPIL TARCETED INSTRUCT AO^iAL PROGRAMS 

Special Education See Basic Support Program 



SPBCIAI. EDUCATION Title 17, Louisiana 
Revised Statutes of 1950 as amended by 
Act 754 of 1974 

Home abound children 



$16.775.257 (2.34X) 



$6.00 per hour limited to 100 hours per school year and all exceptionalities are 
eligible* 

E^quipment. materials and supplies for special education direct allocation to parishes based 
on $6*00 per child. ^ 



2S 



•a 



Cateulttifin of Slate and Loeal Shtret of Program Costi Bitent 
of Sohod Dtstriet Pertieipatiim« 



State share : 100 percent of calculated amount* 
Local share : None * 

Extent of Participation : All 66 school systems. 
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STATE SDP^BT. 1S78-79 



LOVISIAMA 



M«nie of Programi Ugil Cttetlonr Amount Appropriated for I978-79| Percmt of Suto Funds AUoeotodi 



C«IeuUttkm of SUte and Local Sharei of Prosrtm Cottt Bxtcat 
of Sehodi Dtitriet Partieipation. 



ERIC 



Funds ars uaed fori 

BRriehaent {irograsas for gifted and ealented. 

Contract »ervice» In accordance with Ac: 754 of 1974. Fro/ides funds to purchase services 
for handicapped children which cannot feasibly be provided Tor by local school eystema* 

Transportation for reaidential aehool students and support f >r nine trips annually for in- 
state school students and two trips annually for out*of'**stat » achool students* 

Pupil appraisal projrrams which provide diagnostic sen-ices to eleinentary ^d secondary 
students* ' 



Znfornatioii on other Special Education Prograws may be obtained upon request* ' 



WaCWJUl VOCATIONAL EWCATI(»I FUTO 
(Title 17. Sees. ISl. 2031-6 Louisiana 
Revised Statutes of 1910} 

Salaries for intended term of vocational agriculture » home economics , distributive 
education, trade ai^ Indus try » and adult evening classes 

Cost of extended terra salicries based on State salary schedule and amount of travel 
expense as allowed* Includes salary adjustnent for Agriculture Teachers, Title 17, 
Sec. 422A Louisiana Revised Statutes of 1950* 

School systems must maintain vocational departments which meet standards prescribed by 
the State plan for Vocational Education, the teachers of which must be employed on a 
12-month basis* School systems must employ agriculture teachers beyond a nine-month 
term* 



Vocational Education 

DRIVER SAFETY EDUCATIOS FUND 

(Acts 282 -283 of 1968, Reg* Session) 



See also Basic Support Program 

$336>263 (0*07X) 



ADULT ACADEMIC EDUCATION (Act 43 of 
1974, Reg* Session) 

$8.00 per clock hour of instti* tion 



$2>4S9,7Q4 (0*34t) 



State share { 100 percent of calculated allowance* 
Amount shown doea not include Federal funds also 
provided for this program. 

Local share : All costs not covered by reimbursement* 
Extent of Participation ? All 66 school systems. 



2s, 



State share s Total appropriations are used for general 
administrative purposes which include a Action Chief* 
two Supervisors of Inatruction* one Driver Simulator 
Coordinator and maintenance as well as operational 
costs, excluding Instruction, of a driver sisailator 
program* * 

Local share ; Local districts provide all other costs 
such as instruction* textbooks, classroom and others* 
In some instances, students are charged a fee which 
ranges from $15 to $4? depending upon local option* 
These funds are in turn used by the local school 
systems to defray their costs* 



Extent of Participation ? 61 school districts* 
State share : 100 percent o^ calculated allowance. 



Local share ? All costs not covered by ^imbursemcnt < 



Extent of Participation: 66 school districts* 
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STATE SUPPORTt 
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Name of Prommi Ugal Citfttiam Amount Ap^o^ated for 1978-79; Per^t of State Puncb AUoeateds 
Program Deseriiption. 



Calotdatloii of State and Local Suuw of Program Coati Extent 
of Sehodi Diatriet PartiotpatiiMU 



RfOHT TO READ 

Uc\ 15 (St 1974, Reg. Seasim) 



COMMUNirr FOOD PRESERVATION UNITS 
(Act Ho. ^> of 1^65) 



$ 437,653 (0>06X) 



» 37Q>93Q (0.05%) 



School system must use funcla for the developront of school-cooanunity food 
pre'servation units and auboit a plan for the use of these funds. 



EDUCA'^IOKAL AND RECREATIONAL YOUTH CENTER 
(Act 29 of I9;>5) 



$ 93>879 (0.01*) 



Center Xs established so that Future Farmers of America students and other 
state^wlde ^^upa might be provided with a facility for district and State j^t 
con^'erencea, for recreational purposes, for leadership training, and for / ' 
the atudy of soil conservation. ' 



FUPIL SUPPORT SERVICES 



Transportation 



See Basic Support Program 



TRANSPORTATION OF STUDENTS - ALTERNATIVE 
Act 18 of 1977 



$7.0.00,000 (0,98%) 



If transportation cannot be provided by a paraish or city school board be- 
cause of economically justifiable reasons, the parent or tutor of any stu- 
der*" who resides more than one mile from the school attended may be reim- 
bursed at the annual rate of $100 per student, but not to exceed $200 for 
any one family. 



TEXTB(X>K.^ AND SUPPLIES FUND 
(Title 17 » Sec. 351, Louisiana 

Revtsftd Statutes of I95O) ^ 

All public, private, and parochial school systana must report enrollment 
fiejuros ai*d submit requisitions for materials. 



$16,455.923 (2.30%) 



SCHtX^L LUNCH FUND 

(Tltlf^ 17, Sees. 191-199, La. 

Revised Statutes of I960) 



$12.975.620 (1.81% ) 



$.09 per type A meal served with milk. 



State share : 100 percait of. calculated amount* 
Local share ; Ncxje. 

Extent of Participation ; 55 school districts. 

State share ; Proportion of total Pubic School Fund 
amount for the parish to the total Public School Fund 
amount for the State. 

Local share : All costs not covered by reimburs^aent . 
Extent of Participation : 34 school districts. 

State share ; 1 ^ percent of cost 
.Local share: None 



State share: 1C0% of calculated amount. 



Local share: None 



State share : 100 percent of calculated aa »int. 
Local share ; None . 

Extent of Participation : All 66 school systems. 



State share : 100 percent of calculated amount. 

Local share ; None, but district must have spent 
program amounts to receive its reimburaenent. 



Extent of Participation : 66 school systems. 
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STATE 8CFPOKT, 1878-79 



Name of Program; Ugftt Cftatiom Amount Appropriated for 1978-78| Percent of State Fumb Alloeatedt 
Program Deeeriptioiu 



DISTRICT CHAI^ACTSRISTICS 



INTEREST ON FREE SCHOOL FUND 
(School facilities) 

(Title Sees* 841-844 Louisiana Revised 
Statutes of 1950) 



$ 82.507 (0>01%) 



Propor^tion of area of 16th section lands which were located in each parish. 
School district nwst have school lands or have to its credit funds realized 
fj*om the sale r school lands or timber on such lands. 



EMPLOYEE BENEFITS 



EMPLOYERS* CONTRIBUTION RETIREMENT SYSTEM FUND 
(Title 17, Sees. 696 and 984, Revised Statutes 

of 1950) 



$41>9Q8>QQQ (5>a5X) 



The amount includes the State's share of the current employers' contribution rate 
of S% of the ajaount allowed in the cost program of the equalization distribution 
for salaries^ of principals and teacher^, s^apervlsora, and vlsiti*ig teachers, plus 
8% of the ^otal «?alarie3 of all other School personnel^ including superintendents 
and clerical persor*nel, who are members of the teachers 's retirement system, but 
whose salaries are nut governed by a State minimum salary schedule. 



2 ft- 
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LOUXSXABA 



Caleulatlm of State aiut Local Siares of Progran Coitt Bttent 
of SehoG« Diatriet PartieipBtioiu 



State share ; 100 percent calculated amount. 
Local stoiy : None. 

Extent of Participation : 64 school districts* 



state share ; Calculated amount on salaries within 
minimui*: salary schedule* 

Local shar^ ; Act 158 of 1969 as amended by Act 28 
of 19''0 requires local boards to pay portion cf 
Etoployer's Contributioii on salaries in excess of 
State Minimum Teacher's Salary Schedule less amounts 
made available from school districts* tax levies. 

Extent of Participation ; All 66 school systems. 
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MAINE 

PUBUC SCHOOL FINANCE PROGRAM, 1978*79 



Lucille Johncon, Supervisor, School Finance Infomjatioo^ served aa the State authority 
for the preparation and raview of this program report. 



Selected School Finance Facts 



STATE SUPPORT 



The State provided approximately 52 percent of the State«local 
revenues for education* 

2. atate school aid funds are derived fr<»n annual appxx>priatiQns. 

J. The State guarantees $910 for all elerontary pupils and 
$1»220 for all secondary pupils for FY 1978-79 • 

4 . Tht^ State fully funds the employer contribution for teacher 
retirement which amounted to $20,060,196 in 1978-79. This 
amount is not reported as a State school aid. 

5. The Private School Service Act is the only new program en- 
acted since 1975-76. This Act allows the State to support 
municipal costs incurred for the transportation of private 
school children in FY 1979* Starting in FY 1980, service 
support will extend to textbooks, medical services and 
standardized testing. All of these services will be 
reimburseabl^ on the basis of 50 percent of prior year 
(one-year old) costs, 

6. On December 5, 1977, the rerapture provision of the 
Uniform Property Tax was abolished by public referendum 
effective with the 1978-79 school year. 



LOCAL SUPPOR*^ 



It There are 283 fiscally dependent school districts in the State. 

2. Property taxes constitute the sole source of revenues for 
public schools. 

3. Local contributions to the basic support program including 
the state supported leeway option amoiKit to $155 ,5 million 
for 1978-79 p Additional uneoualized local dollars were 
$16*5 million in the same year. 

4. Th-? local levy is cv^Ject to an annual approval by the school 
administrative unit' . legislative body (town or city council, 
selectmen, tovm meeting, district budget meeting) » 

5. There is no maximum levy or tax rate limit in effect. 

6. The district debt is equal to 15 percent of the unit's 
valuation. 



2"^ 
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STATE SUPPORT, 1978-79 



Name of Programi Legal Citation; Amotint ApfMMpriated f »r 1979-79; Percent of SUte Pun* AUoeated; 
Program Description* 



TOTAL $171.585,765 (lOOX) 
BASIC sgPPORT PROCKAMS 

SCHOOL FINANCE ACT OF 1978, Ch. 515, Sec. 4741-4758 $1 71,585,765 (IQQt) 
B^aic Education Alloc at i4>n 

Elementary aad Secondary Coats ($125,775,564) 

For 1978-79, tha State Legislature has set elementary operating cost of the basic 
8upjK>rt progrM at $910 and the secondary operating costs at $1,210« These are 
knom as the base year costs. The base year costs are the sctual c ,ating coats 
ot the second prior year adjusted to reflec prior year (one-year old) costs. 

Cost adjustments vary by program. The following programs are funded on the basis 
of 90 percent of prior year (one-year old) costal 

Sp<^Ciai Education operated by LEA ($5,106,695) 

Special Education tuition and hoard ($1,496,577) 

VOi-ationai Education costs ($5,789,162) 

Transportation operating costs ($8,893,120) 

The fol loving programs are funded on the basis of 100 percent of prior year costs; 

School bus purchases ($1»S59^789) 
Approved leases ($ 248,521) 

Insured value factor {$ 159,523) 

Approved school construction costs are computed on the basis of 100 percent of the 
yejr of the allocation. 

Kunditi>» of Program 

Funain^ or the basic educatioti allocation comeu from tvo sources. Up to one-half 
is produced by a subsidy index vhich is set by thi Legislature and multiplied by 
the St4^te valuation of each municipality as long as such amount does not exceed 
an individual unit's basic education allocation* 

For 19/^-79, the subsidy index is set at 10 mills which yields 46.5 percent of the 
basic education allocation. The remaining 53.5 percent is funded from general 
tund revenues of the State. Tlie subsidy index is a mill ^ate set each year by the 
Legislature vhich is not a required levy, but when multiplied by the State valua*^ 
tion of each municipality deter«nines the local share of the basic education 
allocation. 



NOTE: Si.^Z of the combined State/local allocation were attributed to State funding 
for trach program. 



KAINE 



CaleuIalHm of state and Local Shares of Progmro Coat; Bxtmt 
of SelKMd Dtstriet Partieipatim. 



State share : The State allocation (subsidy) is com* 
puted by subtracting the local allocation from the 
State^local allocation. 

Local share : The subsidy index, 10 mills » multiplied 
by the local school unit's State valuation is thr 
local share* The raising of the local share is op^ 
tional and is subject to approval by the school 
administrative unites legislative body. If the 10 
mill local allocation is greater than the State-local 
allocation, the unit's allocation is liaiced to the 
amount of the State^local allocation and the unit re« 
ceives no State funds. Subsidy index @ 10 mills « 
$140,342,000. 

The State allocation to the individual units ranges 
from 0 to approximately 90 percent of the State- 
local allocation depending on the State valuation of 
the unit. 
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H^me of Progf ami Ugal Citatlom Amount Appropriated for I978-79| Poreent of State Furab Allocated; 
Program Description. 


Caleulation of State and LomI Shares of Program Coatf Bsrtant 
of School District Participation. 


Local Uewajr ($9»140»409> 

The Legislature apprepriated funds to guarantee each LEA $125 per pupil when an 
optional 1.3 milla are voted by the unit's legislative body. A unit auat raise 
its (i^l local allocation before the State vill participate in the local leeway 
prograa* 


Local shares $15,162,917 




Subsidy Adjustoients 






Additional funds are appropriated by the Legislature as subsidy adjustiaents for 
the local units fort 






1* Unusual increases or decreases in enrollnient E3t« ($ 350tO(K)) 






2. To coapensate for high costs associated with ($ 267»642) 
geographic isolation 






3. To ensure that ssiall administrative units ($ 85^000) 
have sufficient funds to operate current programs 






4* For audit adjustments ($ 50»000) 






5* For educating pupils residing in State ($ 600,000) 
institutions 






Privattr school Casts. ^ 2q6,763 






State payments are made to municipalities which appropriate municipal funds for 
services to puplla, attending non-profit private schools* Transportation costs 
are tht» only costs reimbursable in FY 1979 on the basis of prior year (1977-78) 
coats incurred* 






Local Debt Service Costa Supported by State ($13»803»000) 






PUPIL TAKQET£D INSTRUCTIONAL PROGRAMS 






Special Education • • . See Basic Support Program 
Vocational Education • • See fiasic Support Program 






PUPIL SUPPORT SERVICES 






Transportation See Basic Support Program 

Bus Purchases • . • • • See Basic Support Program 






DISTRICT CHARACTERISTICS 






Enrollment Changes ) 

Geographic Isolation ) See Basic Support Program 
Small School Units ) 






CAPITAL SUPPORT PROGRAMS 






Local Debt Service • • • See Basic Support Program 

o ^ • 
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MARYLAND 

PUBLIC SCHOOL FINANCE PROGRAM, 1978-79 



David G* Rlcker, Assistant State Superintendent, aerved ad the State 
authority for the preparation and review of this program reports 

Selected School Finance Facta 



STATS SUPPORT 



!• Approxlioately J4i percent of the State-local revenuea for 
the elementary and secondary public school3 are provided 
by the State. 

2. State schools funds are derived annually from State 
appropriations • 

3* The basic support program guarantees $784 per pupil* 
This amounted to an estlniated 52 percent of Statewide 
average exp^^nditurea per pupil. 



LOCAL SUPPORT 



1, The State has 24 fiscally dependent school districts ^ 

2, Financial support from local sources for the operati<»i of 
public eli^mentary and secondary schools is derived minly 
fro© general fund revenues in the 24 political subdivisions 
which includes 23 counties and Baltimore City. All of the 
subdivisions in the State are allowed to levy an income tax 
based on the Maryland State tax liability. They «^re 
permitted to levy a surtax of any percentage falling within 
the range of 20 to 50 percent in even multiples of 5 percent^ 
Most subdivisions rely heavily on this source of revenue. 

3, For 197Q-79, the local contribution to the basic support 
program amounted to $254,259»837* An additicmal $672,770,179 
were local revenues made available for public schools. 

4, No limit is specified for the tax rate which nay be levied to 
support public education* Tax rates require the approval 

of the board of county commissioners for \he countier and of 
tlie city council fop the City of Baltlniore. There i no 
provision for approval of tax rates by the electorate « 

5, Tax rates are levied on the valuation of property, whicii is 
assessed under the supervision of the State • 

6, Except in charter counties where the school debt limit is 
10 percent of the assessed valuation, there is no specified 
debt limit nor is there any local authority to issue school 
bonds. County cotmnissioners may issue bonds when so 
authorized by the SUte legislature. 

7, Taxes for debt, like current operating levies, have no 
limitation rate* 
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Name of Program} Legal ^:4tatlonj Amount Appr<^riated for 1978-79) Percent of State Fumh Alloeated; 
PrograA) Deseripttoiu 



Calculation of State and Local Shares of Program Coat; Extent 
of SchocA District Participation, 



TOTAL 

BASIC SUPPORT PRt^LRAM 

STATE SHARE OF BASIC CURRENT EXPENSE 
(education Article Section 5 - 202) 



$773,436,534 



(100%) 



$3 19,168,102 (41.26%) 



a. sic Proj^r^im 
Density Factor 



$784 per enrolled student, September 30tli (prior ytar) 

($13,982*460) 

$1W per student enrolled in school di^CricCs with a popu- 
lation density measure no loss than 8,000 per square mile 
(applies only to Baltimore City)* Tvo thirds of density 
aid must be used for compensatory purposes* LEA roust 
submit a plan for approval by the State Superintendent of 
Schools. 

Tuition Cross County For pupils crossing county lines to closest school, the 

State pays the difference in local cost if receiving 
1 uuiity coal ift giealrr* 



r^TJ_'L.-T^*^-^*.Fi^. INSTRUCTIONAL PRO GRAMS 

HANimrAPFED CHILDREN 

(Edu*vition Article Sta tion 8.417) 



$ 61 ,940,237 (8.00%) 



VvK:Arr()NAL reiatkii prix;rams 



PklVER Kl»( I'AI U^N 



Cost of teacher salaries, special equipment, nursing and 
therapeutic treatment. Cost of nonpublic placement if no 
program available » 



$ 1,282,500 (Q. 16%) 

Includes: Industrial Training, Apprenticeship, Vocational 
Cc'nt^rs, »ind Career Education. 



$ 3,^00,000 (0.43%) 



Spet ial fund revenue from highway trust fund. 



2?. 



State share : The State share is equal to 55% of th|» 
product obtained by multiplying $62d by the number of 
pupils enrolled in the State in September -of the pri- 
or year and adding 30% of $160 tnultiplled by the ame 
pupil count. 

Local share : The local contribution for the basic minimum 
program equals 45 percent for the State as a whole. Local 
wealth is measured by: (a) assessed value of real property 
as of July 1 of the first completed year preceding the 
school year for which the coleulatlon Is made; and (b) the 
net taKa)>le Income for the second completed calendar year 
preceding the school year for which the calculation is made«^ 
(The assessment ratio Is adjusted to 55 percent In ill dis- 
tricts); The combined real wealth and income measures for 
the State as a whole are divided by the required local dol- 
lars needed for the basic minimum program to determine the 
local contribution rate. Thiei rate is then applied to the 
wealth and inconje' measure for each LEA to determine its own 
share of the required local contribution. 

Extent of ttartic_ipat Ion: 24 school districts- 



State^ share ? Approximately 70?l of costs* In addition, the 
State pays all costs ov^r 300% of each subdivision's basic 
education expenses for" handicapped children in private fac- 
ilities. 

L ocal share: Approximately 30 percent. 

Extent of participation : 24 school districts. 

State s hare : Funding of specific proposals 

Ext ent of part Ic ij^aC i on : Various statewide projects. 



State share: $^3 per pupil completing course '^r actual cost 
wh ichever i s 1 ess . 

Local_j»hare: All additional program costs. 
Exten t of participation : 24 school districts. 
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STATE SUPPORT, 1978-79 



pSS^m SSrtS ^'"'^"''^ Appropriated forl978-79^ Percent of State Funifti AUoeate<J; 



ADULT EDUCATION 



5 430,00 0 (0.05X) 

State fund» supplewenting Federal Adult »asic Education Aid 
are used for adult general education. 



PU P I L SUPP ORT SER VICES 

TfCVNSPORTATION (Article 77, 
Sectitm 19, 99 (Grades K-12) 



$ 63>040,7O6 (8a5g) 

Amount of approved expenditure for public day school prj- 
Rrauis and for transporting handicapped pupils to approved 
nonpublic programs. 



Tr.^nsportatton (handicapped pupils) 



FOOD SFBVICFS 

1>1 SIR a: r tmRACTER l ST lcs 

Elensity Factor 
(:tl*RKNT MO PRpCRAMS, N.E.C, 

S{:H(K)L COMMUNITY CENTERS 



For transporting bandit ipped pupils to approved nonpublic 
programs « 

$ 4,575,247 (0. 39^) 

Cost of free and reduced price lunches and breakfasts In 
addition to Federal aid. 



See Basic Support Program 



$ l,235,0ro^ (0.15%) 

Cost of keeping schools open on evenings and weekends for 
education and leisure activities. 



STATE SI'PFORT - EMPLOYERS SHARE 
OF S(H:[AL SECURITY AND RETIREMENT 



CAP ITAL SyPPliRT PROGRAMS 

SCHOOL CONSTRICTION (Article 77, 
S»*ct ion no. I M)A) 



$183^6 4^878 (23 .75%j^ 



$134.499,864 (17.38%) 



The State pays 100 percent of approved school construction 
beginning ^ebruary 1, l97K The principal and interest 
payments on local and State debt created prior to June 30, 
J 967 is also paid by the State. 



Calc-idation of State and Loeal Sliares of Prwram Cash Extent 
of Sehoci Dfstriet Participaticm. 



State share: To the amount budgeted^ distribution follotfioa 
Federal aid. 

Local scares Costa in excess of State and Federal aid. 
Extent of participation; State approved program proposals. 

State share ! About 90X of total costa* 
Local share ? About lOX of total coses. 
Extent of participation ; 24 school districts. 



State share; Suppleroenta Federal school lunch program. 
Local share ; Amount not covered by State or Federal funds. 



State share ; Allocations by project. 

Local share ! Costs above State Share. 

Ext ent o f participation : 24 school districts. 

Sta te share ; 100% for those in teacher's retirement system. 

Local_share: None 

Extent of rartlcipation ; 24 school districts. 

State share ; All costs of construction except site purchase 
All cost of debt service obligated prior to July 1^ 1967. 

Local share ; All costs not covered by re imb^^r semen t. 

Extent of participati on; 24 school districts. 
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MASSACHUSETTS 
PUBLIC SCHOOL FINANCE PRQCBAM, 1978-79 



Oeraldine Msrcandante, Office of Executive Planniag^ served aa the State 
authority for the preparation and revi^ of tbia program report. 



Selected School Finance ?acts 



STATE SUPPORT 

) • Approxiinately 31 percent of State*-locaI revenues for 
elementary and secondary public schools are provided 
hy the State » 

2» State revenues for public schools are provided by 
annual appropriations. 

3. The following taxes are rebated to cities and towns 
as property tax relief measures: 10 gasoline tax 
and 40 percent of net revenues from State sales and 
use taxes and income and corporate excise taxes. 
The State provides a number of additional payments 
to local govemisitets as tax relief measures » 
chiefly, payments in lieu of taxes » net revenues 
fro*, the State run lotteries » and funds for 
abat-^TDents for veterans and widows* 

4. In FY 1977 I State aid under the basic equalization 
program amounted to 22 percent of reimbursable pro* 
5rams, which accounted for 60 percent of totaa. 
current operating expenditures, 

5. The employer contributions to the School Employee 
Hetiren^nt Fund ara ma;le solely by the State and 
are not reported as a State school aid program. 
In FY 1977, this contribution am^tunted to $118.2 
million. 

6. The equalization aid program enacted in 1978 is a 
nujor school finance program with a substantial 
equalization potential. However , at the present 
time, the majority of districts receive basic 
aid under the hold harmless provision. 

7. A constitutional amendment passed in 1978 
enables the legislature to establish classifica- 
tions for the assessment of residential^ commer- 
cial » industrial and open land properties and 
for a uniform homestead exesnption* 



tOCAL SUPPORT 

1. There are 437 fiscally dependmt school districts in the State. 

2. All of the local school tax revenues are derived from property 
taxes. 

3. Bonding limit is Z\ percent of equalled (estimate 1 at full 
maHcet value) property value in cities and 5 percent in 
towns. However 90 percent of the borrowing occurs outside 
the debt limit. If the Emergency Finance Board approves a 
school district's plan to borrow, a vote can be held to bond 
above the limit. 
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pivam dSSJ^IicSI!*'^ Citation; AmoMnt Approfiriated for l978-?f j Percent of State Funds Allocated} 

« 



TOTAL 

$8S9>292> 38 (1Q02) 

MSjC^SUPPOftT PROGRAMS 
CHAPTEH 70 SCIfOOL AID 

(CR. 367, Acts of 1978) $633,500,000 ( 73,72%) 

Thl» nev aid formula replaces the previous Chap. 70 aid 
program vhlch had been in effect since 1965. 

Aid in i>a»ed on current year pupil counts. A system of 
pupil weights has been introduced to provide aid for pupils 
In the tegular program ar.d for those enrolled in special 
education, bilinguil education and vocational education. 
Pupils are cou-t,a ok. a full-time equivalent (PTE) basis 
or fractions thereof vhen enrolled in two programs. Pupils 
enrolled in multiple progroTO are counted in the program 
carrying the highest weight* A pupil weighting index was 
established which reflects relative differences in state- 
wide expenditures per pupils among programs, as follows: 

Regular day . ^ 

Transitional Bilingual Program 

Special Needs Programs (including regular education 

program with modifications, regt»lar education with 

no more than 25^ time out, regular education with 

no mort* than 60% time out, and substantially separate, 

home and hospital, day program prototypes 4 0 

Vocational Fdu- ation Program) 

AFW: pupils rtueive an additional weighting. ^2 

Kxpenditwres for pupils in othtr school programs (regular 
cvonlng, reg»tlar vacation, and adult education) will be 
converted into FTK basis. Expenditures for these programs, 
after adjustment for tut ion nayij^ents and revenues, are 
divided by the avt-ra^.e current expenditures per regula. dav FIF to 
derlvt the KTK count. iht» ,iumher of FVR pupils obtained 
will be added to the district wel^.htet: PTE pupils in 
dlHtrihutlng aid dtiring the fonovlng year. 

The rt-vise.l i'haptiT aid formula in: 

Aid LntltK-menf S.hool Aid Sum of Statewide 

rn'tri ' percentage of weighted average 

^^^^^^^^^ A School District X FTh pupils X current 

A In School operating ex- 

nisrrlrt A pendlture per 

during the pupH in 

current flac.il regular day 

y^-^'^r p,.o^j.^y^, durlnp 
th'» previous 

* fiscal year 
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KASSACBUSETTS 



Calculation of State and Local SItarea of Program Coatt Extant 
of School District Participation. - 



State Shai;ie ; Appropriated aoKiunt. 
local Share ; Balance of coats. - 



Extent of Participation ; 351 cities and towns. 
86 regional and county schools. 



320 cities and towns receive aid under the Save 
Hamless provisions. They enrolled 716,030 out of 
1,149,628 unweighted PTE pupils. 
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STATE SUPPORT, 1978-79 



luisAaiDSETTS ' ISS 



Name of Programt Ugal Citation; Amount Ap^opriatcKi for I9?8-79| Percent Qf State Punch Allocated: 
Progran Description* 



The seace«rlde average operating exp'endltures for 1977-78 was 
eatisated at $U'>92. 

The school aid percentage Is baaed on a local support percentage an/ 
a local valuat^lon percentage an fotlovs: 



School 
Aid 

Percent a fte 



1002 — 



local 

support 

^>ercentage 



local 
X valuation 
percerj^age 

The iichool aid percentage is not allowed to fall below ttf 



" The * local support percentage* Is the percentage amunt of school 
expenditures that the dlctrlc with the Statewldt= average valuation 
percentage will assune as a local share. For each fiscal year the * 
local support percentage (p) will be derived which wiHl result' in 
the distribution Of the available State aid after taking into account 
the amount needed for districts Whose aid entitlement la calculated 
under the sa^e-hannless provisions. For FY 1979» <p) was projected 
at •f^^l. Of Che appropriated amount for FY 1979 of 633, S million, 
only $179.5 was distributed under the calculation of the formula. 
The balance of the funds were distributed under the **save-harmless* 
provisions. (See below). 

• 

The 'local valuation percentage* is the ratio of a district's equall7.ed 
valuation ger pcrsor and the Statewide equalized valuation per person . 
For this calculation, the most recent available State or Federal 
population census ^ount wllF be used. 

it should be noted that the actual expenditures by each district 
during the prevlow year do not enter Isto the calLulatlon of that 
district's aid entitlement ei^cept as these expenditures contributed 
to th^ computation the Statewide average for the previous year. 
Thus he al^e of the aid entitlement for a particular district does 
not depend on lt» expenditures during that year. Vhis formulf wUl 
«lve relatively more aid to districts which spend less and less aid 
to dUtrirt^* which spend more than the previous year's Statewide average 
expenditure per pupil* for districts of equal wealth. 



T 

Calculation of State and Local Shares of Program Cast; Extent 
of School District ParUclpation. 



Minimum Cuar^intee or Save Harmless Provision 



($454,000,000) Est. 



I'lcU uJstrlrt in permanentlv guaranteed *t least 107% of aid' received 

111 y\ 19/8. 



Seventy pc-rcent of the old paid must be spent on the programs which 
Reneratcd t fie aid, specifically for Instructional services, attendance 
services, health aervicen, fixed rharges and good services. 

Regional «r;iool districts will raceive r.he new chap. 70 aid dlrectly- 
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IM ^ STATE SUPPORT* IS78-79 



Sregwrn D«Spti«i!!*** Citationt Amount ApprofMiated for l978-t9i Percent of State Funds Allocated; 



PUPIL TARr.ETED 'IMS T ROCTIONAL PROGRAMS 
Special education ' ) 

Vocational education ) See Basic Support Program 

Bilingual education ) 

STATE WARIK 

(Chapter 76, Sec«. 7-10, $3>000.000 

General Uw»; Chap. 71b, Sec. 10, — ' * ^ 

r>ene ral Lavs) 

This program reimburses districts for th« educational costs 

of state wards who ^re placed outside their home toima- 

PUPI^L I^UPPQRT CERVCCgS 

rRA:,SPORlATlOW EXPENSE FllO $34,033,756 (3.96 t) 

The Cowoonwealth reinburses pupil trpnsportation costs to 
* rltieH and towns under the provisions of Chapter 71 Section 
7A for pupils transported more than one and one-half mllep 
to and from school once dally in excess cT ^5 in Net Average 
Membership, ,ilong with the cost of transportation of non- 
pu. school pupils within sioilar regulations. The full 
cosi transporting pupils over one and one-^half miles 
to ai. from regional school districts Is reimbursed under 
provisions of Chapter 71, Section 16C. Chapter 636 of 
the Acts of 1974 provides for reimbursement of lOOt of the 
costs of transport ini( certain students for the purpose of 
eliminating or reducing racial imbalance. ($33,000,000) 

Common carrli-r transportation costs are reimbursed at 
20 wonts per day when school buses not available ($700,000), 



Vocational Sihool transportation costs are reimbursed at 50 
percent when pupils attend vocational education programs in 
another t ity or town ($133,756). 



another t ity or town ($133,756), 
SPMJAI AND BU IMGUAL TRANSPORTATION $12, 500.000 ( 1,46%) 

This prottrani reimburses the costs of transporting pupiln to 
and from special needs and bilingual programs and the costs 
of transporting children and adults to and from Department 
of Mental Health programs. Reimbursement of special needs 
and bilingual costs will be 100% subject to a ceiling on per- 
rider costs. The coat-^ transporting adults to DMH facilities 
will be fully reimbursed. Tn^-fuj^t for children will be reimbursed 
at SOX. Approximately 80 percent of the funds are used for 
transporting special needs pupils and 5 percent for transporting 
bilingual pupils. 
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MASSACHUSETTS 



Calcidatioii of State and Local Slhare» cff ^roararo Extmt 
of Seliool District Partie^tim. 



State Share ; Appropriat'^d amount « 



STATE SUPPORT^ 1978-79 



MASSACfOISETTS Vil 



«an»e cf Prograiiii Legal <^itationi Amount App«^ated for 1978-79; Pereent of State Funds Allocated; 
Prograia Deseriptioiu 



SPEClAt HRBVS RECREATION 

Reifflbur^es districts for 50% of the cost of approved special 
n«*eds recreation programs. 

SCHOOL LUNCH FU>?D 
(Chapter 548, Sacs* 1-3, 
as aiaended^ Genera' Lavs) 

Funds apportioned accord^ig to number 
xnd kind of meals* 



$550.000 < 0>06t) 



$6. 988^000 (0>81X) 



SCHOOL LUNCH PROGRAM FOR ELDERLY 
cftRREVT Alp PROGRAMS > N,£ .C* 
REGIONAL SCHOOL AID 



$736>756 (0.09%) 



$38,441,069 (4>^S) 



Chapter 492 of the Acts of 1974 auiending Section 16D of Chapter 
71 provider for distribution of regie P4l school aid* The fonnula 
takes into consideration the reimbursable expenditures of regional 
school district anil tip lied by a predetermined regional school aid 
percentage* and provides an incentive for full K*-'12 regionalisation* 



PROt.RAMS PROMOTING RACIAL EQUALITY: 

a) PROGRAMS TO REDUCE RACIAL 
IMBALANCE - (METCO> 

b) MAGNET EDUCATION PROGRAMS 
Projects to foster quality 

Integrated education 

c) KgUAL EDUCATION IMPROVEMENT FUND 
Projects designed to defray costs 

uf desegregation 



Calculation of State and Loeal Shares of Program Coat; Bxt(<u 
of SeboQl Distriet Partietpatiinu 



Extent of Participation; 338 school oistricts. 



$7,000,000 (0.82%) 
$3^000^000 (0.35%) 

$6,000,000 (0.70%) 



CAPtTAI. SUPPORT PROGRAMS 



SCH(Xn. BUlLDlNi; ASSISTANCE PROGRAM 



For grants /ind reimburseiDents to cities, towns, re^.ional 
j»chool- districts and counties for annual payments on account 
of school projects approved prior to July 1, 1975 and all 
other school projects approved on or after said date on 
which the first annual payment has be^n made. ($107,740,213) 

Chapter 6'«S of the Acts of 1948, as most recently amended^ 
provides that in each fiscal year, consAenclng with the fiscal 
year beginning on July 1, 1977, there shall be appropriated 
for grants and reimbursements to cities, towns, regional 
school districts and counties for first annual payments on 
school projects approved on or after July 1, 1975. ($4,852»344) 



$113,242^557 (13a8%) 
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State Share : 100 percent of cost of transporting inner 
city pupils to suburban schools. 



59 " 
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STATE SUPPORT, 1978-79 



r!^m D25?^!io1?** Appropriated for 1978-79, Percent of State Fumb AUoeated; 



The third itea ia for grant* and relmbursesenta for cities, tovna. 
^**r"^!f di»trtet8 and coontles under the provlsi;!; IT^' 

S i«t ? ^''^"'^"ural .ervlcea for regional school districts 

■ f?^/" surveys nade of 

schorl aildlng needs and conditions as set forth In section 6 
A of Id act and U) for matching atabillMtlon fund paywents. ($950,000) 
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MICHIGAN 

PUBLIC SCHOOL FINANCE PR0GR4M, 1978-79 



Pauline Bcssbrys^ Staid Aid Analyst^ a&rved as tlie Stata authority for 
the preparation and review of this program report. 



Selected School Finance Facta 



STATE SUPPORT 



LOCAL SUPFOi^T 



1« Approxirnately 43 percent of the State -local revenues for elemoitary 
3rd secondary public schools were provided by the State* 

2. State funds for local schools are derived almost equally fro© a 
School Aid Fund and annual appropriations. Revenues for the School 
Aid Fund are earmarked from 60 percent of the 4 percent State . . 
sales tax, and State taxes on cigarettes and hard liquor « 

3« In 1977 -78» the basic support program guaranteed an estiioated 69 
percent of average general fund expenditure per pupil. 

4, The State fully funds the wployer contribution to Social Security 
and to the State Teacher Hetirenent Fund. For 1978-79, these 
contributions amounted to $436*9 million and viere not reported 
in the school aid program. 

5* New programs funded by the State since 1975-76 are: 

« Local operating Revenue Guarantee—Provides a 5 percent increase 
over the prior year in combined revenues per pupil from the 
State share of the basic membership allowance p the local 
operating guarantee and local operating levies. 

.Declining Enrollment Allocation -Provides basic membership 
reimbursement for 40 percent of a district's mfionbership decline. 

6. IH November 1978, a successful constitutional referendum authorized 
the following: 

.The annual growth in State and local revenues will be tied to 
the Consumer Price Index (CPI). For local schCK>l finance 
purposes^ if a district's State eqtaalized valuation (SEV) 
exceed tlye CPI, the milldge rates must be lowered by the 
same percentage as the SEV exceeds the CPI. 

•Any mandated special education program will be fully funded 
by the S^ate, 

.Henceforth^ voters must approve all schools bond issues 
and the millage required for debt service. {Previously, 
general obligation bonds had been issued.) 



1. The State has 577 fiscally independent 'school diatcirts. 

2. Property taxes constitute the sole source of district 
tax revenues. School tax rates are approved by voters 
for periods up to 20 years, 

3. A count/ may levy taxes for special e<lucation and 
vocational education, the proceeds of which are allocated 
to the school districts within the county. 

4. The State Constitution allows local taxes of mp to 15 mills 
of the State equalized valuation of taxable property to be 
levied for all public purposes without electoral approval* 
A county allocation board apportions a part of this levy 

to school districts. An alternative procedure is provided 
by the Property Tax Limitation Act which allows the county 
electorate to vote taxes up to 18 mills and specify their 
distribution. The Constitution places a 50 mill limit on 
tax levies for all local Jurisdictions with voter approval. 
Tax levies for debt service are excluded from this limit* 

5* A district's debt limit is equal to 15 percent of its State 
equalized valuation. 
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STATE SUPPORT^ 1978*79 



®^ Citaticmi Amount Appropriated for 1978-79? Percent of S(tate Pumb AUocated; 

rfogrem l>esef iption. ^ 



TOTAL 

$it4.SO.865,0QO (lOOt) 



BASIC SUPPORT FROGRAHS 

BASIC ^fEMaERSHI^ ALLOWANCE ^1 fWn f7A ^ft^^ 

(Sec, 21. 23. 25, and 141) $1,136,022,000 (78.30%) 

The basic memberahip formula guarantees the yield of a fomuXa 
of $274 plus $AO.OO per mill for the first 30 mills vhich a 
dt strict levies for operations for a total guarantee from 
State and local funds of $1,474,00 per pupil. 

The 1978 State Aid Act provides a basic aetabership formula 
which guarantees combined State and local funds of $1,474 
per pupil to those districts levying 30 mills for school 
operations. The formula provides state funding to In-^formula 
districts in an amount per pupil of $274 plus operating mills 
levied through 30 mills multiplied by the difference between 
$40,000 and the district's state equalised valuation per pupil. 

In the Basic Membership count; adults enrolled in courses 
leading to a high school diploma or in adult basic education 
are included. The attendance count is based on the hours of 
instruction each receives per veek. 

The 197«-79 State Aid Act initiates a rollback provision which 
provides property tax relief by equalizing mills levied in 
excess of 30 mills. In order to qualify for the rollback 
provision, a district may levy no more mills in excess of 
30 mills than the fol loving computation permits: 

Authorized mills in excess of -50 mills x state equalized 
valuation per pupil f $40,000. 

KllRlhiUty for equalisation of mills in excess of 30 mills la 
limited to those districts with r state equalised valuation per 
pupil Ot l^ss than $40,000* 

The funds consl«t of $1,069,726,000 Basic Memershlp Guarantee; 
^» 32,000,000 Mimlrlp^a Overburden; $21,100,000 Declining Enroll- 
nent; $5,864,000 Miscellaneous; $7,332,000 Local Operating Revenue 
(Guarantee. 

Municipal oveiburden tunds are allocated up to the appropriation 
cap to school districts where the total levies for other than 
school operating expenses, exceed the Statewide average by 25 
percent. 

The declining enrollment allocation formula provides basic member-^ 
ship reimbursement for 40 percent of a district's membership decline 
lo the appropriaticm rap. 

The local operating revenue guarantee provides local districts a 
increase over the prior year in combined revenues per >*upil from the 
state share of the basic membership allowance, the local operating 
Q revenue guarantee, and local operating levies. 



MICBIGAN 



Calculation of State ami Loeal Shares of Program Omtt Eitmt 
of SetKMd INstriet PartielpaticHU 



State Share; ,100 percent of the state share of the twa 
part basic membership guarantee. 

The state share of the per pupil guarantee is $274 plus 
or minus the product of the operating mills levied, 
with a ma x imum of 30 mills, multiplied by the differ- 
ence between $40,000 and the school district *s state 
equalized valuation per pupil. District entitlemient 
is determined by multiplying the full time equated 
membership in the district by the state *s share of 
the per pupil guarantee. 

Local Share; Local share under the basic membership 
guarantee is the local property tax levy, determined 
by multiplying district operating mills levied 
through 30 mills times the district equalized valuation 

Extent of Participation ; 460 districts in bacic 
membership. 
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STATE SUmRT, 1078*79 ~ ^* "-^ NXCHZ^ 



in 



!l!2L**' Citatloni Amount AppfO(iriated for l97»-79; Percent of State Funds Alloeatedi 

tTogram Description* ^ 



IffTERMEDlATE DISTRICT AID 
(Sec. ai. 83) 

Distribution of »tate $»chool aid to tiitenWiate school 
districts for general operation purposes is based on a per 
puplX fonaula. In adult Ion, state funding is available 
to Intemediate school districts for educational aedia 
centers. 



$14.700.000 (l,Olt) 



Ptipg T^CETED IKSTRUC TIOMAL PROGRAMS 

SPECIAL EDUCATIW 
(Sec. 51. 146) 

Programs and services must be approved by the State 
Department of Education and be a part of the inter- 
mediate district plan, and district must provide 
Tiecessary reports. 



$102.254.000 CIMX) 



VOCATlONAt EDUCATION 
(Sec. 61) and Sec. 61) 



$26.100,000 (1.8QZ) 



District must operate approved program* 
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Cal^atfon of Slate and Loeal Sharw ctf Program Coati Extent 
of School Diatriet Participation. - 



State Share : 
totals* 



Calculated amounts to the appropriation 



Sum obtained by multiplying the number of pupils in 
mendwrshlp In the constituent diatrlcts of the inter- 
mediate district by $10.00 each and reducing such sum 
by a sua equal to .12 »ill on the state equalised 
valuati^ of the property in the intermediate district* 
to a^maximuB mpproprlation of $13^2(K>»000. $1«500*000 
is available for operation of the 22 educaticmal media 
centers approved by the State Board of Education on 
the basis of a $25,000 basic grant increased by a per 
capita amount for each pupil in the media center*a 
geographic area* 

Local Share : Remaining costs. 



Extent of Participation ; 58 intermediate school 
districts comprised of 83 counties. 



State Share : 
total . 



Calculated amounts to the appropriation 



75 percent of added costs of special education programs 
Added costs are district reported approved program 
costs reduced by the district's basic membership 
guarantee applicable to special education memberships* 
Funding is available to an appropriation cap. Section 
146 guarantees local districts a 5X increase over the 
prior year in per pupil special education revenues 
from Sec. 56 intermediate equalisation, county vide 
special education millage levies and this section. The 
estimated 1978-79 state cost is $40,000. 

Lo cal Sh^re : Remaining costs. 



Extent of Participation s 
school districts* 



550 local and intennedlate 



State Share: 75 percent of added costs of Secondary 
level vocational education programs. 

Local Share ; Retaining costs* 



Rxtcnt of Particioationg 372 local and interwdiate 
school districts. 



30 



'0 



STATE SOPPORT, Ii78-?f 



Ntme ct Programi Ugal Citatlmi Amount ApproprUtod for t978-78| Pereent of SUt9 Fundi AUooatetfi 
Progf«m DotorHirtteiv 



XNTEBMEDXATE EQUALmTIGN Sl6>289,000 (1.12» 

(S«c. 56» 62) 



Int^rmdUta districts lovylng 8d.ll«(So for spacial 
•dttcatlon or for area vocAtional-eeeboical edueatloii« 



EXPERIHEOTAL AND DEMOMSTRATIOrf PROGRAMS $500.000 (0.03%) 

(Stc. 47) 

Application by district oparatioR a Department of 
Education approved progpam for the acadralcally 

talented^ 



COMPENSATORY EDUCATION $30.700,000 (2.121) 
(S«c. 31) 

15 percent or taore of pupils in grades R*6 in need of 
Substantial Inprovenent in basic cognitive skills based 
upon state assessnent battery given In the fall of the 
three prior years* 

READING SUPPORT $2.000.000 (0.14%) 

(Sec* 43) 

Programs oust be spproved by the Departaent of Education 
as part of the district application. 

Districts qualifying for aid under Sections 31 and 43 receive 
aid only under the Section i^hich provides the oost. 
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KXCaXCAS 



Ci ^nggti on of 8Ute tnd LoMi Siarta of ProKrtm Cofti Extent 
of School Diitrtot PiartiisipittiOfu 



State Share t 40Z of aa aspunt ptr prior year 
Mobership coated by subtracting frm $40»(K)0 the 
prior year atata aquaXlsed valuation par Msd^erahip 
and miltiplyliig tba dlCferonee by prior year ftllls 
levied for special education or for voeatloxudl*- 
teclmlcal education* It la eacinated tlut mlllasa 
aqtsali«atlOB formulas^vlll require atata funding 
for special education In the amount oi $12»462»000 
and for $3»827»0(K> for vocatioisal^-technlcal • 

Local SharAx Raaalning costs. 

Estent of Participation s SO intexnsdiate school 
districts* 



State Share : Calculated aaounts to the appropriation 
totals 

Half the eua will be allocated for approved experi- 
nsntal program vlth academically talented puplla. 
The balance Is for 75X of the aalarlea of aupport 
teachers for the acadeoblcally talented^ to a oaxlsua 

of $12 » 000 each. 

? 

Local Share t RoBaining coats* 

Extent of Participation : 39 local and^ Intermediate 
districts* 



State She re t Not to exceed $250 per eligible pupil. 
Local Share ; Any costs noe covered by grant* 
Extant of Participation s 129 districts* 



State Share ; 75 percent of approved teacher salaries 
not to exceed $8,100 for any one individual* 

Local Share : Rmainlng coats. 

Extent of Participation ? 299 local and Intenaedlate 
districts* 



STATE SUPPORTp 1978-79 



H«m9rf ^[OfMKBI CttaUofit Ampunt AaAfopriated for 1978*79| Ptraent 



BZLINCUAL eOUCATiai 
(Sttc* 41) 



Discric's providing program of iutruction for pupils 
of llaicod £iigli«h-opeaking abilicv «ro aligiblo for 
•tat a funding on thm bMia of tho miabar of auch pupils 
•ervad 



AtTBRHATIVE JUVENILE PROGfUKS 
(Soc. 48) 

Diatrict. in cooparation «rith tho county juvenile court p 
.•u>arviaoa a progran for children and youth nho have been 
found to need roMdial acadaalc end social rehabilitative 
services • and county board of cooBiasionere of aupervising 
school district egreee to fund the balance of the coat of 
the ptogrea« 



ALTERNATIVE {PROGRAMS FOR FRECNANT PERSONS 
(Sec. 93) 



Application by district operating a Departnent of Education 
approved progran « 



PUPIL SUPPTOT SERVICES 

TRANSPORTATION 
(Sec. 71) 

Conforaity irith statutory classification requirements. 



30^ 



HTCSXCAS 



of 8Ut« Fundi Allocated; 


5fL*^f!!*S.®^i***« ShMW of ProgrtiB Cm Bttmt 
of Seteoi Diitriet Ptrttsipotf on. r 


$4,000,800 


(0.28X) 


> 

State Share: The etace aporopriatlMi f«r Miftig...! 
education is divided by the ouaber of pupils of 
lislted English-speaking ability for vhesi districts 
are providing approved prograas* Tha^^atate share in 
funding pragrasA ia the saiount avaiUble per pi^il 
tiaea the niffiber of pupils aerveJ. 

Local Shares Anv coats nor e^ts^rmd hy 

Extent of Particioations 70 loc*l aiwi i^t^^i^AiM^s. 
districts. 


$1,700,000 


(O.m) 


State Shares Calculated Anounra ra rk* f*4«^ 
total. 

Reit^uraeasnt of $7,500 for the aalary of each pro- 
fesaional prograa person to an appropriation naxisauQ 
of $1,700,000, 

Local ShAro! RAmninina f^^m^m^ 

Extent of Partieioation: 65 l^cal i^^^^^i^tA 
School districts « 


$900,000 C0.06S) 








State Shares Calculated asiouflfc tUe^ Appi^Api-i^^f ^ 
total* 






75 percent of teacher sslaries not to exceed $8»100 
for any one individual, ^ 






Local Share? Remaining costs* 






Extent of Partieioation: 6 J arhool Hiai-^iri-. 

J*' 


$93,300,000 


(6.43Z} 


State Shares Calculated onountA rrf rfiA i^^^^^^f^4a^f4^^ 
total. 75"peroent of cost of a^«^roved orogram. 

Local Shares Reaainina i<AatA. 

Extent of Particioations 623 d^AfrierA. 
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m STATE SUPPORT, 1979-78 



Nwne of Progrtmi Ugcl Citttkmi Amount Appr jprtated for t97»>79| Peremt of State Pundi AUoetttdi 
rPQgrim Desisri|Mioii. 



CCBREOT AI& PBocaws. n.E.C. S1.«00.000 (O.llt) 

cmMUNtn SCHOOL FiaatAw 

(S«c. 96) 

District conducts a Depsttatnt of Education approved 
comnity school prograa* 



CAPITAL SOPPOirr PROGRAMS $20>800.000 (1,431) 

CAPITAL OUTLAY 

(Sac. 2?) 

Application by local school districts oparating a 
kindsrgartan through tvalth grade program and paying 
debt service obligationa incurred as ths result of 
borrovittg for capital outlay projects and in smting 
building and site fund re<|uirenents. 



SCHOOL BOND LOAU F0NDS $10»0W,»O00 
(Sec* 15, Article 9, Constitution 
of 19e3) 

P. A. 202 of 1943 

P.A. 269 of 1955 

P.A. log of 1961 

P.A. 112 of 1961 

P.A. 35 of 1971 as smended 

P.A, 261 of 1975 

P.A. 173 of 1975 

P.A. 400 of 1976 

P.A, 26 of 1977 

The State in addition to any other tK>rroving power nay 
borrow froa tine to tine such anounts as shall be 
required* pledge its faith and credit and issue notes 
or bonds therefor* for the purpose of making loans to 
school districts as provided in this section. 



ERIC 



A school district my borrow from the State School Bond 
Loan Pund 90% each year of what it needs for principal 
and interest requirements on qualified bonds over wtiat 
7 milla will produce. 



mmoM 



CateidgtfOT ot State tnd Loral Shuw of Progvam Cottt BMsnt 
of Srtioot DIstriet Partidpatloiu 



State 8baret Calculated amount to the af^roprlation 
total. 

Reimbursement of 19 to $10tO(M> for the salary of each 
commutttty school directoro 

Local Share s Remaining coata* ' 

Extent of Particlpationt 300 districts. 



State ^Biar^ t An amount determined by multiplying 
equaljlxad milla by the menbership and then multiplyliig 
the product by tbd" amount by which $40»000 exeeeda 
the etate equalised valuation per meadierBhip pupil of 
the dietrict. 

Local Share: Balance of coete* 



Extent of Particlsatloni 379 local districts. 
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STATB SUPPORT^ »7»-f » 



Vtogtm OmS^iH!'^ CIttthmi Amwnt Appropritted for 1978-79, Ptremt of State funds AUoeated, 



* borrotrltig district dsbt mtiircMnt faU» belov 
lAst 7 mtlU irtll produe«» tlw district must eontimis to 
Isvy 7 Mills until it hss coaq^Istsly rsp«id tbs Ststs 
Schoo; Bond Losa Pimd. A school district iiMSt Isvy 
not less thsn 12 oills for opprsting purposes to be 
eligible to borrov f ro« the State School Bond losa 
Fund* 

For«sI ippllcatlon to the Oiief State School Of ficer» is 
aide sad bonds issoad in aceordsnce vith progrso conditions 
•om of which ere ss follovs: 

Qualified bonds asy be issusd for a wtKltmsn 
period of 30 yesra but their winiisua period 
depends upon tte ratio of debt to State equalised 
vsluation ss foUoirst (s) 10 ye%re If the ratio 
of debt to valustion does not eseeed 4S( (b) 15 
yssrs if the retie of debt vilustioa is over 4X 
but does not exceed 7%; (c) 25 years if the rstio 
of debt to valuation exceeds 7% end (d) 29 yesrs 
if the ratio of debt to valustion exeeede 12X. 
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CcleidatiQii of State and Loeal Stares «f Praanm CMts &tent 
efSehoolDlttrietPvtieiiwtlon. ^^««». 
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PUBtXC jSGHOOIi FZHMICB FB06EUIN« 1978*79 



Gary Far land , Oireotor, Statiatios and Reaeareh Seotion^ Mrvtd 
aa the State authority for praparatim and xwiw o£ thia prograsi 
ra^rt* 



Selects Bmool Finance FMta ' 



. SthTB SUPPORT 

Approximately 67 percent of the State*Xoeal revenue for 
elmentary and aecondary public achoola mre provided 
by the State* 

Biennial appropria^ioaa eovering the 1977*"79 period 
were the principal aouroe of State achool aid* 
Permanent School Enda«m»nt Fund earninga are alao 
avaiXabXe. 

For 1978-79« the State paid 9268.8 million to achool 
diatcicta for varioua property tax relief prograna* 
theee are reported in the program deacription^* 

"She equalisation aid program Was in the fifth and 
final year of a phaae-in period* Thia program 
guaranteed a uniform Amount per aMr whioh equaled 
85 percent of atatewide average current expenditure 
per adm^ excluding tranaportation* 

The State contributed an eatimated $104 million in 
1977-78 towarda the teacher retiresent fund and Social 
Security* Theae contributiona Mre not reported in 
the achool aid program* 



1# Theee are 436 f^iacally independent achool diftricta in the 
State* 

2. Looal i^iblic ravenuea are derived almoat exduaively from 
property taxea* The State requirea the ai^ortionment of aome 
ieounty taxea. vhich amounted to $6*9 million in 1978-79. 

3* Local contribtttima to the baaio equalisation progrte 

amounted to $479 #110 #710 for 1978-79* Local leeway revenuea 
were reported at $73f3l2#022* 

4* School boarda are allowed to levy more than the 28 milla 

foundation requirement only if they had'previcmaly been allowed 
to do so. Any additimal leviea require voter approval* 

5. A diatrict*a debt limit ia equal to 10 percent of the full 
value of taxable property* 



The following are new ac^iool aid programa funded aince' 
1975-761 

^ Capital Expenditure Equalization Aid 
- Non-public Pupil Aid 
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StAT9 SUPPORT, 1978-79 



SS5^i DwESii!!*** ^'!"^* Approprlatad for tt78-79t Pereent of State Funds AUoett«<lt 



TOTAL 



BASIC SPPP08T PHOCgAM 

m^Su^^lZS* Statute. W8. Sec. 124.17, 



(Net Foundation Aid) ,y 
(Parsaoeat School Fund) * 

A foundation progra> with foundation amount aet at $1,095 per pupil unit la 1978-79 
(Includes permanent «:hool fund revenue), ttlatricc boards h^rHuthiJity to lev, a 
basic mainteoanca levy of 28 aiU, tlaea the adjusted aaaeaaed valuation f« fST 

ilfirrSS^i^^r"*"' " ^'^^ '^•^tifi** 1» lea. th«l8^u""o:SaM" 
aid is reduced in sa». proportion. Alt of the districea also oay levy fteed doUsr 
amounts per pupil unit above the foundation amount, equal to the dliSlc^rwo-?! 

Zi:^ ^'slTf t'Jf SitLlS:."'*"™""' '•'^ ^ «<m-«,ualiaed and ha. 

"^"^ P"P" «• and put into the formula. They are: 

h y;«fcted Average Daily Weabershlp (92.33X of total pupil units) - ADM' a weiehted' 
at .5 kng. (half day attendance). 1.0 grades (1.6), l.4^ade8 (7-12). 

L m^1n°SAS'^?n°f.^''" ^^-^^^ "'^ - P'«^W«» *f district 

*• ^ ggita (4.24t of total pupil units) - All districts receive 5 bubII .m^^o 

Ad j usted Asseaoed Valuation County-determined aaaessed valuation is adjust^ at state 
i";JsJ:)"'' -"e«eor'. market values in line with rec«.t lu.'fTr Sate "Id 



$987.643.227 ^ IQOI^ 

$649.000.000 (65.711) 

$634,000,000 
$ 15,000,000 



ERIC 
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MUatHSOTA 



1S7 



state Share: Feuadatioo AM • (Total Pupil Units x 
$1«09S) - (0.28 X Adjusted Assessed Valuation) 

LoMl Sharon Xa foundation ptograa^ districts ostsl^ 
levy 28 ailla of adjusted assessed valuation to- 
participate fully* 



Extent of Participation; 438 (all) vith 807,983 
pupils* Districts for vhich the 28 »ill basic oain- 
tenance levy exceeds the pupil unit x $1,095 founda- 
tion guarantee have the basic levy linited to (pupils x 
$1095) plus special education* traneportation. and voca- 
tional aids. Such districts thus absorb the cost of ths 
state categoricals aid cannot *£evy total permitted levy^ 
13 districts are eatlA.4ted to cone under these provisions 
in 1978-79. 



31 



1«8 



STATE SUPPORT, 1978-T9 



HXSHBSQTA 



Name of Programi Legal Citationi Ammsot ^M^iatad ISTS-^TSi Pereent of State Fundi AUoeatedi 
Pragr^m DaseriptUm* 



Cateulatbm of Mate and Loeal atiarea ct Program Coat) Batent 
of Sdiool Diitriet Partidpailoiu 



rmil TARCETED IBi8TRDCTI(»UL PROGRAMS 
SPECIAL EDUCATION 

{H.B. liOM. 120.17, 124.21, 124*32) 
Salary of £aisatiti«l Peraooael 



Supplies aod Equipaent 



VQCATIOKAL EDUCATION 
(M.S. 124.57, 124.573) 

Salaries of Essential Personnel 

flec«ssary Equipoient and Teacher 
Travel 

. PUPIL SUPPORT SERVICES 

TRANSPORTATION AID 
{M.S. 124.222, 124.223) 



SCHOOL LUNCH AID 
(M.S. 124.646) 



DISTRICT CHARACTERISTICS 

ATTACHED HACH INERT AID 
(M..S. 273.138, subd. 3) 
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$78.140,000 (7.911) 

State pays 69S of aalariasp up to $12,000 par 
full-tlM staff person, or a probata ahare for 
a part"*tim person. The state also pays SZ of 
aalaries for support costs. 

One half of the cost of special supplies and 
ei|ulp8Uttit, up to $l50 per student. 



$16>200.000 (1.64X) 
State pays SOX of salaries. 

State pays SOX of expenditures* 

♦* 

$78^310,000 (7.93X) 

Stdte i^ys cost, above one mill of local effort, 
lifliited to 127X of I975<"76 cost per pupil trans- 
ported. In addition, costs of transportation 
of handicapped pupils in encess of 137X of 1975- 
76 are shared on an SOX state, 20X local basis. 
Depreciation aid i)» also paid at an annual rate 
of 12 1/2X of the initial cost of all LEA-oimed 
buses lesa than 9 years old. 

$3.400,000 (0.34X) 

State pays four certs for each full paid student 
lunch. 



$2,029,153 (0.21X) 

Each school district imposing a levy receives a 
reimtKtrseoent for certain daaaes of real pro- 
perty, referred to as "Attached Machinery,^ 
i#hich are exempt from taxation. The reimburse- 
ment is equal to the 1972 assessed (taxable) 
valuation of such property, times the 1972 
payable 1973 total mill rate for the following 
levies: (1) debt service (2) teacher retirement 
funds in cities of the first class, and (3) 
excess maintenance cost. Attached Machinery 
Aid is deducted from the total maintenance levy. 



Local Share i Hinlaum of 31Z of salaries and 95X of 
support coats* 

Extent of Participation ! 440 dlatricta 



Local Share ? All costs not covered by reiaburse»«»at« 
Extent- of Participation ; 436 districts 



Local Share : 1 mill on adjusted assessed valuation 
plus all costs in excess of calculated amount* A 
local levy is permitted to finance transportation 
of pupils facing traffic haxards but residing less 
than a mile from their schools. 

Extent of Participation; 438 districts 



Extent of Participation ; 438 districts 



Extent of Participation ; Approximately 435 districts 
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3TATB SUFPO&T, IW8-79 



ERIC 



Mimsmk 



NMI0 of Ptoirami Legal CiMtimi Amount Appraprioled for l978-79{ Pnremt of State Fundi AUoeeteA 
Progrem DoseripUm* 



STATE PAID ACRlCULTtJRAt TAX CREDIT 
<M*S. 273*132 
N*S* U4.212<» 9uM. 7b) 

Pro|»erty Tax EUslief 



BQNESTEAD CREDIT 
(H.S, 273.13$) 

Propertjf Tax Relief 



CURRENT AID PROGRAMS^ N.E>C. 

NDNPUBLIC AID 

(H,S. 123.931 - 123,937) 

(M.S* 123.938) 

As amended to conform vlth the 
U,S, Suprme court decision^ 
Woloan V« Walter, and the 
U.S. Diatrict Court decision 
M*C.L*U» vs. Casney 



(M.S. -^90. 09 fl.ibtl- 22) 



HXSCEUANEOUS AIDS 

Capital Expenditure. Equalisation Aid 
Eiaergency Aid 

Council on Quality Education 
Bducational Cooperative Service Units 
Extraordinary Tax Delinquency Aid 
Gross Earnings Taconite Aid 
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$35.161,900 (3.56» 

IS mllla time the ^ntmBti (taiuible) valuation 
of agrieulttjral hoMstead property ami 10 mille 
tiAea the aaaeased valuetion of agrieoltural 
oon-*ho»estead property. 



$119,708,024 (12.121) 

45Z reduction of taxes on hoaeatead property » up 
to $325* Agricultural heaeaceada are allowed the 
reduction on a oaximua of 160 acres of land 
cotttlguottg to the homeatead dwelling. 



$2,569>200 < 0.26X) 



1978-79 appropriation provides for tesctbooka, 
standardised testa » and health services. Funding 
for secondary pupil guidanco and couneellng beglna 
with the 1979-^0 school year. Additional funding 
($90^000) provides for other instructional 
materials for mmsectarian non*public schools 
with enrollment leas than 200 pupils and which 
are not pre*schoola« 

Parents with children attending non-public 
elenentary and aecondary schools are allowed 
an incom tax deduction of $500 for each 
student In grades K-6 and $700 for each 
student in grades 7*12, 

$3,126,950 (0.32t) 

(S300^0DO) 
($400,000) 
($1,427,000) 
($499,950) 
($200,000) 
($300,000) 



CaletOatlon of State and Loed Shares of Progrmm Goeti Bitent 
of Sehod Diatriet PartietpaUon. 



Extent of Participation i Approxlaately 432 diatricta 



Extent of Participation ? 
diatricta. 



Roneowner in dach of 400 



^^of Articulations 160 distrlc. 



Extent of Participation ; 

34 diatricta 
nrae 

Approximately 50 districts 
438 districts 
2 districts 
21 districts 
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HXSSISSIFPI 

puBUc scsoaSjDmcs raoaaAM^ 1978-^79 



Smith Sparic9| AMlatant DiraeioTt Oivlaion of Adsainiatratlm 
and Finance 9 aefnred as the State auttiQrlty fen" prc^iaration and 
review fer thta program^report* 

: 

' Selected School Finance Facts 



STATE SOPPOBT - t 

The State provided an eatliBated 70 percent of the State«local 
revenuee for eleoentary and secondary public schools* ^ 

State revenues for public schools are derived solely from 
annual appropriations, 

A Homestead Exemption Fund partially reimburses school 
districts for amounts lost by the exertion provision* 



LOCAL SUPPORT 

1* There are 1^2 fiscally depmdent school dlst^cts in 
the State* 

2* There is no required minimum tax rate for 8ctK>ol 
purpose* Districts, must raise the amwnt necessary 
to meet the required local cmtributlon to the 
Miniaum, Education Program. fixed at $1$ million for the 
entire State* 

3* In addition to the district conti^ibution to the basic 
support pr ogr ams , s(mie«til28*7 million raised in 
local school rsvmoes in 19?6«»79* 

4* The maximim board levy for schools is 25 mills* An 
additional 3 mills may be raised with voter approval* 

5* A district may issue bonds for school purposes up to 
15 percent of it*s share of a county's aaaessed 
valuation* 



3i; 
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STATE 80PPORT,lStM9 KSSISSIFFI ^Jl 



ERIC 



Nraie ^ nogrtm) Ugtl Citattoni Amount Approprtettd for t97t-T»t fwemt of 8Uto Ptmte AUoootetfs 
nragrtia Desoriiition* 



TOTAL 

BASIC SDPPC«T FROCaAKS 

IflBIIHm FO8MDATI0R PROfSIAR FUKD (Ch. 37-19. 
Edueaeioo dodo BoCAblivbod in 1953) 

Schodulod aaomit per mt mttmA fr^^ rtier unit 



$372,521,611 <100>0>) 



$311,544.700 (83,63« 



Toacher 
Pros>aroeion 



Bxpocitttco 



BAoFBS $ S,S00 

KA or MS 9.200 
HA or MS ^ 30 mmm. hrs. 9, >00 



Boginaing Nosimai Trs* to 
aaount uouat reach 



$10,500 Tcr 
11,900 12 
13,400 14 



Avarogo Mlary por Toachor Itolt eatiaatod at $11,150. 

No paraoo holding a certificaca of toaa than •'A'* daoaifieation (BA or BS degree) shall 
be eligible to te»ch in the public achool of the State tmleaa apecial pemiaaion ie 
obtained annually fwon the State Board of Education, 



Teacher Unite: 
Regular teacher 



1 unit per each 24 pupils in ADA in Grades l-*3. 
1 unit per each 27 pupils in AM in Grades 4-12* 



Special Education 



($27,875,000) 



The estiaated amount earoarked for special education teacher aaJ^riea is the product 
of the number of special education teacher units funded, 2,500, and the average teacher 
salary. 



Vocational Education 

1,028 Teacher unite funded # $11,150. 
local Adainiatration 



($11,462,200) 



$150 per teacher unit. 



51 



C^^otim Of State md 

of Sehool Dtatriet Ptrtteipetlon. 



state Share? Calculated amount minus r equilred iocjULahare • 
However, in no caae shall the Stete portion be lean ^SA 40 
percent of the total cost of the program^^ 

local Sh^ret Ad valorem tax determined by an index of finan- 
cial ability applied t.- the etatevide total amount to be de- 
rived from thie source ($16,000,000). Indea ie the eum oft 
County ^a percent of the aaeeaaed valuation of 
public untilitiee in the State. 



.242152 x 



,044144 X 
.065110 X 

•142688 X 
.222936 X 
.282970 X 



County* a percent of State total of motor 
vehicle licenee receipts (sold by aberiffs). 

County's percent State total value of farm 
producta. 

County* a percent of State total personal in- 
com taxea paid in the State. 

County'a percent of State total gaioftilly 
ploy«l ttonfarm, non-Government morfcera. 

County's percent of the retail aalea tax paid 
in the State. 



50 percent of severance tax receipts returned to the county 
are included ae a district requirement towards the founda- 
tion program. 

E xtent of participation : All 152 school districts. 



3s, 
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KXSSXSStFFX 



H»me < rf Propy ni Lagal Citationt Amoimt Appropritted for 1978-T9| Peremt of State Pumk AUooatedi 
Pfograin Ocscr^ytiotu 



Cilmtetloii of SUte ana Looal ShiffM of Pi««gi^ 
of Sohooi IHatriot Partlelpatloiu 



District adBlniatratlon 

$tS*0(K) p«r District plus $50 per teacher unit after 
the first $S0 vith a total aaxinum of $2S*000. 

Pupil Transportation 



($28,951*513) 



An alloiirance based on average per pupil cost of transportation in districts of 
comparable dfinslt}r. 



fietireaent and Social Security contributions 



($33,665,538) 



Amount of esployerS payment for social security and State retirement except at each 
district aust put up 1*5X of State retirosent. 



Supportive Services 

(Professional salaries, supplies, school 
improvenenr and oaintenance) 

COMMON SCHOOL FUND 
(Sec. 6219« Code of 1942. 
First established in. 1390) 

Proportion of school census children, 6-20 years of age, inclusive. In the district* 



($42,470,000) 
$2,000 per teacher unit. 
$ 5.000,000 (1,34» 



HOHESTEAO EXEMPTION FL"ND 
(Ch. 261* Uws of 1946) 

Nonrestr ii'ted use of ««chools 



$ 11, 128,000 (2.9m 



Local tax rate tnultiplled by value of homestead exemptions* 



P^jyjL TARGETED INSTRUCTIONAL PROGRAMS 

Special Edur^tlon .... See Basic Support Program 

LEARNING RESOURCE SYSTEM 
(Ch. 174, 1974) 



$ 1.341,024 (0>36») 



Provides diagnostic services for existing and potential learning problems on a 
State-wide bas-is. 



ERIC 



Vocational Education • 



See Basic Support Program* 



32i 



State Share ; The fund provides about $7 per census child. 
Local Share s Hone* 

Extent of Participation; 152 school districts* 



State Share ; Calculated aiaount linited to naxinus tax rates 
of 15 0llls for municipally separate school districts and 20 
mills for county districts. 

Ldcal Share ; No local share, but current local school tax 
rate determines the State amount* 

Patent of PsrtlcipAflon ; 152 school districts* 



State Share ; lOOt* Five regional resource t'^am' specialists 
in psychology, speech and hearing, special education and 
social work provide diagnostic, screening and prescriptive 
aervices* 

Extent of Participation : 152 school districts. 
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Sim? ^ ^???5f Amowil Approprteled far 1978-791 Percent of State Fumb Attoeate<^ 



CeleidetfM of State end Loeel Shares 
of SehoQl Distrlet Pertielpetlon. 



Pragrem Coit; Extent 



VOCATIONAL EDtlCAtlOM FUND 
Sec. 6487, Code of 1942 



$ 28>3t8,306 (7.6QX) 



Awunt of teachere' Mlarles deCereined in relation to district land area* enrolleeot 
and teacher training and exfierience* 



DRIVER TFUINING PENALTY ASSESSMENT 
(6232-71 through 6232*80, Ed* Code) 



J 



820.000 (0.22Xy 



Current expenses of driver training program, grades 9-12. 



State Share 2 Up to 50 percent of calculated anount. Fed-* 
eral funds for vocational education are provided in addition 
to the Stats asoount sbo«fn. 

Local Share : All cost not covered by reiflAursetaent* 
Extent of Participation ; 152 school districts. 



State Share : Naximio $30 per pupil coi^lettng course* 



EOA I IB ADULT BASIC EDUCATION 
(P.L. 89-750, Title III) 



79.170 (0>02%) 



Provides an eleiaentary level education for Illiterate and undereducated adults age 16 
and over* 



PUPIL SUPPORT SERVICES 

Transportation . . . , See Basic Support Program 



Local Share ; Difference in cost of driver education progr^ 
and State allotment* 

Extent of Participation : 295 public schools* 



ST. 



3CTB00K FUND (Ch. 202, Uws of 19A0) 



$ 4,125.000 (I.IH) 



Books must be distributed and loaned free ^f cost to children in the public schools 
and to all other schools vhich maintain eoucational standards equivalent to those 
prescribed for the public schools* 



SCHOOL LUNCH ^HO (HB 258, Reg* Session 1971) 



$ 1,103,220 



(0*301) 



State Share ? 52 tif total cost. 
Local Share ? SI of total cost. 



State Share ? Based on the proportion of ADA for grades 1-12 
in the district in public schools and in other schools* 

Local Share? None. 



Extent of Participation ? 152 school districts* 



State Share ? 4 percent matching required as provided under 
National School Lunch Act Disbursed on basis of ADA* 

Local Share ? Cost of school lunches* 

Extent of Participation ? All districts* 



EWt oVEF Rr:r rr 

Sea Basic <iinno'*t> Prorram 
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STATE nJPPOBT, 



tdSSZSSIPPX 



Mum of potiy ni Ugal Citatiem Aroowit Anrofrtatwl for t97B>79i Poreont of SUte Pun* AOoetted) 
PMptin OtMfiptlcWo 



Cateidation of (Rate ami Loed Stem of Program Cotti BitMt 
of Sdiofll Dhrtrlot Portteipation. 



DIStRlCT CffiUUCTEglSTICS 

CHICKASAW SCHOOL FUND (Sms. 211 «itd 212. Are. 8. 
CoQOtlttttioa. Firat •■tablUhcd In 1890). . 



$ 62.191 (0.02X) 



Curmt wpMnM. gr«d«« 1*12. Aaioiint dlffars by Kbool district, but Mch district 
r«e«lv«« the mm aaount e«eh ymr. 

?mymmt for aonracalpt af I6th Mctlon Imi ^ot thm mipport of pUblle •ehool« In comtlM 
in thm ChickaMw Atm. Ttmrnm lands mr« sold and th« proee«d« iMre placed in • trust 
fund. Tht ps^nssnts are the interest traa^this trust fund. 



CAPITAL SUPPORT PROGE/ttS 

S1ATB PUBLIC SCHOOL BUILOXNG FUND, (Ch. 13. Senate Bill 1204, 
Lavs of 1933. EsteUished in 19S3). 



$ 9oOOO.OOO (2.4a) 



Capital outlay and debt service. District organisation, location pf school attendance 
centers, plans end specifications of proposed and existing facilities, desirable con* 
solidation, and oethod of financing must he approved by the State Educational Finance 
Cossoission* 



State Share : 100 percent of epecified oaount. 



Local Share: Nona. 



EKtent of Participation : 45 counties. 



State Share : Eighteen dollars per child io ADA. An advance 



of up to 75 percent of the estiosted saount that will accrue 
within 20 years fr<mi the date of the advance is authorised. 

Local Share: Nona 



Extent of Participatio n; 152 school districts. 
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ERIC 



MISSOURI 



rm^xc SCHOOL fdusce froqbam, 1978-79 



John W, Alberty^ Diractor, School Pinanoe^ sanwX as tba 
State auttority for preparation and niviev of tUla rep^. 



Selocted School Finance Pacta 



STATE SPPPORT 



The State provided an estimated 39 s^rcrat of the 3tate*local 
receipts for elejaeotary and aecondary public achoola. 

• State appropriations for put" t.o schools ars made anmially. 
Saraarked taxes on cigprettes are also avall^e and were 
estimated at $57 million for 1978-79. A Foreign and 
i>oniBatic Insurance tax produced $16 million in revenues 
for free texttx)olcs. 

The iBiif ora dollar guarantee in the equalisation pxx>gram 
provided* 75 percent of the State average current cost 
eliglMe pupil in, the second preceding year* 

A nen basic support formula became effective during the 
1977-78 school year* A principal new feature of this 
program is that a district income factor is used as an 
indicator of district wealth* Also, a guaranteed tax 
base was introduced which raised State aid entitiemsnts 
for laost districts. 



3. 



5. 



LOCAL SgPFORT 

Tbare are 5S6 fiscally independent school districts 
in the State. 

Prop^f taxes are the sole sMrce of local revenues 
for i^'lic setools. In addition , State law requires 
the apporticmmmts of the following county revenues: 

• fines f forfeitures » escheats $7*8 million for 
1978-79 (est.) 

• railroad and utilities taxes (revenues based 
upon averags tax rates of school districts 
within a Munty applied to the State aM99Mi 
values and collected by the county > ^.0 million 
(est J fer 1978-79# 

Local school districta contributed an estimated 
$342.0 million to the basic equalisation program. Local 
leeway tax reventms were estimated at an additional 
$202.6 million. 

A majority voter ^yproval is required for any local 
operational levy betwem the 12.5 mill minimum and 
37#5 mills. A two thirds maj6rity vote is required 
to increase the levy above 37.5 mills. These levies 
remain in effect until changed by vote. There is no 
m a x im u m rate or levy llm^i v. 

A district's debt limit is equal to 10 percent of its 
assessed valuation. 
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STATE 80PPORT. t»?ft-79 



tassami 



Name of Profrarat Legal atattom Amount Awroprlated for 1978-79; Foremt of SUto Fundi AUoMtedt 
Pragnun Doteriptton. 



TOTAL 

BASIC soppoHT mxmn 

STATE SOiOOL MOKEXS FUND 
(SMtion 163.031 RSNo) 

Basic Grant ^roapadi. 

Pupil Count 



AFOC 



GiMranteed Tax Basa Add-on 



Mloinua District Ouarantoe 



ERLC 



♦569,28l>862 <100oO» 



♦^3»aei6>a80 (76a^) 

PartidiMitioQ is based upon resident pipila. The 
amount of aid for mcb dlatriet ia detmsined by 
nultiplyins the mnber of eligible pupils (50 per* 
cmt nQBa)er3hip^ SO peremt ADA) in srades K-12 by 
75 percent of the average eurrmt cost per pipil 
for the ae<tond {^receding year* 

AFDC add-<» i^ig^t equals ,25 for each pupil and 
orphan enrolled in the school district* 



The guaranteed tax base is t29,532, the assessed 
valuation per eli^ble pupil of the school district 
which contained the 86th percentile of eligible 
pupils of the State* The percentile increases ne 
level per year until the 90th percentile is reached 
{i»e., 1977-78 • 8$th; 1978-79 • 87th; 1979-80 - 
88t»*f et cetera). 



Thr calculatim of the guaranteed tax base is added 
to ^he mtitlcBMRt thr^igh the oinisiuai guarantee^. 
However^ no district nay receive an incrsase vhich 
is greater than 2% percent of the difference betwen 
the aiBount per eligible pupil received the previous 
year and the entitlement per eligible pupil « - 

At least 75 percent of the basic grant amst be spent 
for teachers* salaries during the year in which it 
is received a 



Cetodatfoii 8tet8 itii4 Loeil Steres (tf Profrem 
ef Selml IMstriet PutidlpeUQn. 



1. 
2. 



state Aid Calotfatioo 

dumber of eligible pipils x (75% of State expend!* 
ture factor) $ 



(ADC On^ians) X .25 (75k of State e^Mqaditure 
factor) I 



3a Total Minisasa Guarantee (lines 1 and 2) 
fieductiras 



4a 

5. 
6. 
7. 

8a 



9. 



Equalised AY? 100 x (57% of pupil weighted levy 
X district InMoe factor) $ 



Fines» fwefeltuTMa escheats (57% of tbe aoount re- 
ceived ttm pi*evious year for school purposesl l 

Tntangible taxes (57% of the SDOunt received the 
^vlous year for sAool purposes) $ 

Total Deductions (lines 4^ 5, 6) $ 

^ic Bntitleosnt (linM 3 minus line 7) I 



Ouarentaed Tax Base Add-on (OTO) 

(CTB minus disck^ict equalise A/V per eligible pu<- 
pil) 100 X number of eligible pupils x (district 
equalising operating levy minus 57% of the ^pil 
weighted levy modified br district income factor) 

$ 



10. District entitlemant (line 8 ♦ line 9) I 

11a Apply hold harmless or maximum increase clause to 
line 10. $ 



Local share ; Tield of a levy (57 percent of the pupil- 
wei^ted levy of the second prio^ year), as modified by 
an income factor, f^ each (100 of e^jalized aasessed 
valuation ef the property within the district^ plus 57 
percent of receipts for operaticmal purposes from intan- 
gible taxea, and fines and forfeitures. 

The district income factcnr is determined by tad:ing one 
half of the sum 1 and the ratio of the district ad- 
justed gross ^income ^ return for the second preceding 
year to the statewide adjusts gross income per return 
for the seccmd preceding yrar. 

bt^t of Participatim: 556 dietrictSp which include 



Ipat 

one special district^^md three Federal iands« xeceived 
a^ttimmenta during 197B'-19* s2 diatcieta received 
aid under the hold harmless provieii^a 
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STATE SUPPORTp 197S-79 



5???^f *^ CltajUom Amoimt Appr«pri«t«d for l»78-79t Pmnt of Sut# Fimck AUoMtodt 
Program DewripUon* 



ma TARCBTBO tNStMrcnOHAL PBOCBAIS 
BXCSPTIOIKAL PUPIL AID 

(SactioB 162«975» 1«2,980 ttd 162«990» RSM») 



Allocttioo !• iipra approved ipacUl education elaaaaa« 

Allovabla claaa aisaa includas Ortbopadieally haodieapped - 
10 to 12 childrans Elaaf - 6 eo 9 ehildtaa; Bard-of**baariiig « 
6 to 12 chlldran; Spaach eorraetion 80 to 129 <d&iMrao{ 
Uaniiog diaabilitiaa - 6 to 9 childran; Mentally retarded - 
10 to 20 childrani and eaotionally- ilaturbad and/or 
eocially aaladjuatad 10 to 20 children. 

Punde are allocated on the haaie of current enrollQente* 
Initial apporticnuaente are edjuetad aa final wabershipe 
for the year are detemined* 



VOCATIONAL BDOCATION 
(Section 178«530» RSHo) 



$17>616.58S (3>09g) 



PUPIL SUPPORT SEBVICBS 



Dietricte are reinburaed for a portion of the coeta of 
operating approved vocational prograas* 



PUPIL TRAKSPORTATION AID 
(Section 163*161» RSIto) 



$»5,y4S>961 (8.04») 



School dietricte may receive etete aid for pupile who live 
one mile or more from ecbool and who are tronaported to and 
froa echool» Equipment and routes omet be approved* 



Calculation of State and Local Sterca of Program Ooatt Bstant 
of Sehool District Partteipatloa. 



State share s State aupport for exceptional pupils ia 
provided m the haeie of $6»000 for eadi a^provad 
haodici^ped cleeai $4f$00 pa^ daae of educable «ett~ 
tally retarded; 8309 for eadi heae bound f^ilt and 
$3tS00 par approved remedial reeding clasa; $4 #000 
par profeesioaal ataf f aedber (excluding special 
education- classroom teachers); 86.000 per approved 
physicelly ^eptiooel claissi sad 82pOOO per teacherU 
aide. , ' 

Rates for handicapped claaeect BKfR claaaee« and reme« 
mial reading c leasee are adjuated each year by the 
same percent that the appropriation for the echool 
foundation program ie changed* 

Extent of Participation ! An estimated 536 school , 
dietricte will receive exceptiomul pupil aid» 



State share d Apportioned on the baaia of prescribed 
raiAursemente in accordance with state and federal 
participation agreea^nt# 



Local ^tete I Coat of programa over and above etate 
and federal funda received^ 

Extent of Participetion i An estimated 410 echool 
diatricta vill participate in approved vocational 
programs* 



state share t Dietricte receive 80 percent of allov- 
able costSp except that ellowable coete per pupil 
transported cannot exceed 125 percent of the atate 
average of auch coeta per pipil during the eecond . 
preceding year« Special provieion ia made for ap» 
provel of extre coete of tranaporting handica^d 
children. Boeever. the total allocation may not ex-* 
ceed 80 percent of allowable coeta. 

Local ahare t Dietricte muat provide a minimva of 20 
percent of the coet for transporting its pupils* 

Extent of Participation ! An estimated 550 echool 
dietricte vlll receive pupil traneportetion aid* x 
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STATE SUPPORT, 191^9 



N«fM of l^rogrami Upa CiUtioni Amomt Appropriated for 1978-79| PorMitt of State Pumli Atlomtedi 
Program Dasf-rtption. 



FBSS TEKTBOOK Fftm 
($aGtioii 170«05I» RSKo) 



(Batiaatad) Sie^SOO.W) (3.22» 



SCHOOL FOOD SERVICES 



Tbatt arc aaraarked fund* approprlatad Co aad diatartad by th* 
Office of Adnd]ilatratioii# Dapartmac of Blawotary «od 
Saeomtary Bducation eollacta mitD»r«tioo data and cartiflas 
apportlanaaat aaoimta for payosnc. Tbe aaount of paysmt U 
baatd u^n the aua^r of ehildrm 6 to 20 y«ara of ago 
raaidaat la a cboool diattiet. 

Momy must be Mod for tmtbooka or otber trat MCariala» 
library bookr. ioatruetloiial filaa* adacatioiial t6levieion,» 
rafaranta oatarial»,i and taacbing sitppliaa for grade* kinder- 
garten thrott^ 12. Textbooka for elementary pupile bcra 
bighest priority. 

$4.095,364 (0.721) 

For matcbing federal requirenente of tbe National School 
Lunch Act* 



CAPITAL SUPPORT FROGRAHS 

REORGANIZATION BUILDING AID ^300.00 0 (O.OSX) 
(Section 163.121« RSM6) * 

School construction needa in raorganised diatricts are 
daterminad and atate funda are mde available, when plana 
to meet the needa are approved by the State Board of 
Education* 



CENTRAL BUILDING AID ^ 
(Section 163.1 II » RSHo) 
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One-fourth of the coat» up to $2g000» ia allowed toward the 
conatruction coat of an approved eenrral high achool buildings 
The amount atlomd ia apportioned yihtn the new building haa 
been conatructed according to approved ^lana* 



taSSKNTRX 



CahNdatfom (tf State and toeil Sharea ^ Program Coati Bxterit 
of SehoQl DisMet Partieipation. 



State ahare > Tbe total acbool-age pupil eauMration 
for the atate la divided Into the amount of iBoney 
available to determine the amount par enumerated pupil. 
Tbia amount ia then multiplied by tbe number of 
enumerated puplla in each dlatrict. 

Local abare i The rmalnlng coat of providing free teat 
materlala for pupila in gradea kindergarten through 12. 

Batent of Particlpatlon t 556 diatricta. 



State ahare : One hundred (100) percent of the matching 
requiremetit. 

Local ahare > Difference between the program and 
federal aad atate relmburaement • 

Extent of Particination t An eatimated 2^600 achoola 
will participate in thla program. 



State ahare : Funda not to exceed $100 per pupil 
enrolled or $5pp000 ia allowed. Hwever« State 
funda cannot exceed one-half of the coat of the 
conatruction project. 

Local ahare s Coat in addition to atate allocation. 

Extent of Participation s An eatimated aix diatricta 
will qualify for ap^rtionmente . 



State ahare : M axi mum of $2»000 per approved project. 
Local ahare : Remaining coat for conatruction. 
Extent of Part icipat fop > None 
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N«ne of Ppogrami L«gil Citationi Amount Appropriated for t978-79| Poreont of State Fumb AUoeat«l} 
Frogram Daseriptlon. 



Cateuiatton of Steta and Ueal Shuwa of Pragrara Coatf BRtent 
of SehOQl Diitriet Parti eipatlon. 



ABBA VOCATX(»IAL SCBOCO. OHSTROCTION 
(S«ecion 178.530, BSMo) 



$2»100,000 (0.37X) 



WpoB application by achool diatricta, cba State Bofrd of 
Bdueation deaignatei thoM autboriaad to ectabliab area 
vocational aehoola and to cooatniet neeaaury focilieiaa. 
Plana for bailding construction aaiat b« approved, and 
construction work must nest applicable standards for 
fund allocation. 



State sbarei Fifty (SO) percent of construction coata. 
Local shsrei Fifty (SO) percent of conetruction coats. 
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MONTANA 

PUBLIC SCHOOL FIIiANCE PROGRAM, 1978-T9 



Stephen Colberg, statiatieal Consultant , served as the State 
authority for preparation and review of this program report* 



Selected School Fioance Facts 



STATS SUPPORT 



The State provided an estimated 61 percent of the State 
and local revenues for eleoentary and secondary public 
schools. This amount includes statewide levies of 
25 mills for elementary school districts and 15 mills 
for high school districts. 

Legislative appropriations are made annually and include 
appropriations of Federa: revenue sharing funds. In 
addition, the following State revenues are earmarked for 
public school support: 



?5% of incoiee taxes 

of corporation license taxes 
10% of severance taxes on coal 
50% of State share of Federal oil and 



gas royalties 



LOCAL SUPPORT 



Other state funds available are interest and income from 
the public school fund and income from the local input 
and education trust fund account* 



1, There are 563 fiscally IndepOTd^t school districts In tbB State* 

2. District revenues are derived from property taxes levied In 
addltlCHi to the statewide levies* District levies above 

9 mills for elmentary districts and 6 mills for high school 
districts require annual voter approval « 

3, County levies are required for elementary transportation coats 
and any county high school tuition obligations. 

4. There is no district levy requiremsnt for participation in the 
basic support program beyond the levy collected as a state 
tax* Local leeway taxes were reported at $11A.3 million 

and Include the county obligations. 

5» A district's debt limit for capital obligations is 29 percent 
of its taxable valuation* 



ERLC 
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Maine of Progrtmi Ugal Citation; Amounl Appropriated for 1978-79; Percent of SUte Funds AUoeated; 
Program Description* 



CateiOatfon of State Local Sharea ^ Ptomm Coett Extent 
of Setodi District Participation. 



TOTAL 

BASIC SUPPORT PROGRAMS 
FOUNDATION PROGRAM 

(20-9-315, Montana Codes Annotated; Uoodahl v, Straub 
164 M 141, 520 P 2d 776; Sees, 2, 3 and 5 of Article 
X, 1972 Montana Constitution) 



$167>S66.00Q (1002) 



$145.700,000 (86,95%) 



Current expense, grades 1-12 



Elementary school (ANB) 
1-9 

10-25 (I teacher) 

(No credit for »ore than 25) 

18-50 (2 teachers) 

(No credit for taore than 50) 

41-100 (3 or aore teachers) 

101-300 

301 or more 

High School (ANB) 
24 or less 
25-40 

41-100 

101-200 

201-300 

301-600 

601 or more 

Middle School 



33. 



Based on average nuober of pupils belonging 
(ANB). Figures listed are maxlimtm budget 
amounts without a vote of the electorate* 
The foundation program is defined to be 
80 percent of these figures. 



$12,002 

$12,002 for the first 9 pupils, plus 

$501.60 for each added pupil. 

$26,370 for the first 18 pupils, plus. 

$314.10 for each added pupil. 

$1,165 per pupil decreased by $1.13 

for each pupil above 41. 

$1,097 per pupil decreased by $1.03 

for each pupil above lOl. 

$890.60 per pupil. 



$68,373 

$2,849 per pupil decreased by $15.54 

for each pupil above 25. 

$2,600 per pupil decreased by $15.54 

for each pupil above 41. 

$1,668 per pupil decreased by $2.60 

for each pupil above 101. 

$1,408 per pupil decreased by $1.43 

for each pupil above 201. 

$1,265. per pupil decreased by $.26 for 

each pupil above 301* 

$1,186. per pupil. 

Seventh and eighth grade pupils are counted 
with high school pupils. 



State share: Foundation program minus local share. 



Revenues are available from the folloiiring sources: 

1) Basic statewide levies of 2S^lls for Elementary 
school districts and 15-mllls for high schools (Sees. 
20-9-335 also tfoodhal v* Scraub.) 

2) Earmarked revenues from 25X of income taxes, 25X of 
corporation license taxes, lOX of severance tax on coal, 
502 of State's share of Federal oil and gaa royalties, 
interest and income from the public sclvool fund, 
income from the local impact and education trust fund 
account, and surplus from (1) above. (Sec* 20-9-343.) 

3) Legislative appropriations from State general fun* 
revenues (Sec. 20-9-343.) 

4) An additional State levy for State deficiency 
sufficient to complete the funding of the foundation 
programs of all dlatricts of the State. (Sec. 20-9-351). 

Local share? County revenues from the F Jeral government 



for School purposes, resulting from payments to the 
county in lieu of property taxation. (Forest Reserve 
funds and Taylor Grasing Act) and fines paid to the 
county for which no other use is specified, l^ess the 
county elementary transportation obligation and the 
county high school tuition obligation. 
(Sees. 20-5-331 and 20-9-334.) 

An additional district levy on elementary distrlcLs not 
approved as Isolated and having an ANB of nine or fewer 
pupils. (Sec. 20-9-303.) 

Extent of participation : A total of 398 elementary 



districts and 165 high school districts. 
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Hmm ot Programi Ugtl Ctuttoni Amcunt Appropriated for 1978-79| Pereefit of SUte Fundi Alloetttd; 
Program Dasortpttoiu 



Special Education for Excaptional Children 
(Sac. 20-7-431.) 

Allovabla coata ineludlng all dlraet coata and 
preacribad indirect coats ineraaaa tha luuilmm 
budfat aaptmt vlthotit a vote of tha elactorate* 



($26»O00,OO0) 



Voeational Idueatloii Aid 

(Saca. 20-7-101 thru 20-7-303.) 



($ 750,00© 



PERMISSIVE AMOUNT 
(Seca. 20-9-352.) « 

Current expense, grades 1-12 



$16.100.000 (9.6U) 



Up to 2SX above the foundatioa progtaa 
according to district budget needa. The 
oaxlmim general fund budget speeified by 
statute ia the maximum sum of the found-^ 
ation program plus the permisaiva auount. 



PUPIL TARCETEO INSTRUCTIONAL PROGRA M 

Spaaial Education See Basic Support Program 

Vocatiomil Education 

SPKCIAL KDtCAtlON AID No direct payments to distriets. 

Audiological Services 



($685, 00 (0.4U) 
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MONTANA 



CtleUlatlori of State gnd Loeal Shuea of Program Coati Bxtmt 
af Seho^ IMalrtet Parlioipttlon. 



State ahare ; All allovebla coats. Saaa funding aourca 
as Foimdation Program. 

Local share t Ratiremant and certain other indirect 
coata beginning in 1980-81. 



State share : Variable depending on total couraa 
offering. Federal funds for vocstioaal education, in 
addition to the State amount listed » aVe also 
provided for this program. 

Local share g Expenaea not covered by reinburaement. 

Extent of participation ; Eatimatad 112 high achool 
dlatricta. 



State share t Parmiasive amount minus local ahare. 
Revemiea are provided by a atatevide levy needed to fund 
the permiasive amount, aurplua esrtfarfeed rovenuaa above 
the foimdation program funding for the prevloua fiscal 
year, and legialative appropriations of Federal revenue 
sharing funds. 

Local sha^ e; The district obligation is the revenue that 
vould be raised by a 9-i&ill levy in sn elementary 
district or by a 6^111 levy in a hig^ school district, 
except that the obligation is reduced proportionally 
wheii the permissive amount is less than 2 St of the 
foundation program* (Power*-- equalised without recaptured 
The actual levy may be reduced vfaen Federal impact aid 
and other revenues are available to the diatrict. 

Extent of participation s 991 of districts participate. 



State share : Full amount of legialative appropriation. 
Loqal share s None* 

Extent of participation i All achool-aged children are 
beneficiaries through direct special education services. 
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Name of Prqgraiif 1 Ugal CItationi Ammacit ApfiropHated for I9f 8-79| PmenI of SUta Pimd^ AUoctt«d( 
Program Daseriptioru 


CaleUltUon of State and Loeal Stem of Prograra Costi BM«nt 
of 8eho(d Di9triet Portielpatim. 


ORIVEH EKJCATION AID 

{Sees. 20-7-501 thru 20-7-507,) 


$ 990,000 


(0.53%) 




toouttt par pupil covplatlng the progVam ig 
4«terttlned each year on the baala of student 
coBH^latlons StAta ifAvanuA ^aitA^tiona. 






State shares All revenues available t revenuaa include 
201 of alX fines and bail forfeiture related to traffic 
violations, and SX of all motor vehicle driver*a licenaa 

fees « V 

Local share: Exoenses.not covered bv raindiuraement. 

Extent of participation: Estimated 158 achool 
diatricta and 13,500 pupils. 


PUPIL SUPPORT SERVICES 








TRANSPORTATION AID 

(Title 20, Chapter lOm MCA*) 


$3,600,000 


(2.15« 




Individual :.Tanaportatlon schedules provide relmburaenient 
at the rata of $.36 per mile for the oneway distance 
fr<^ hose to school leas 3 nlles or for the ona-way 
distance from home to bus atop leaa 1 1/2 miles. Under 
special clrcuastancaa of laolation this Individual 
schedule may be Increased to $*54 per mile or a room 
and board per dlam of $4.00 may be paid. Sua 
transportation schedulea provide rel^urseoent at the 
rate of $.50 per mllo for a rated capacity up to SO 

.Idren and an additional $.02 per mile for each child 
In excess of 50, Actual costs are reimbursed for supervised 
correspondence study or supervised home study. Children 
must live at leaat 3 miles from school. Individual 
transportation contracts vith parents or guardians of 
(eligible transporteea are provided by school districts 
vhen bus service cannot be provided. 






State share: 1/3 of statutory schedule for a11 
transportation except special edr^ation; 2/3 of apecial 
education transportation expenae. Revenue provided by 
direct legislative appropriation* 

I-ocal sh^re: Countv oavs 1/3 of schedule f^r element ary 
and for special education transportation, and 2/3 of 
schedule for high schnol tranaportation. Elementary 
districts pay the remaining 1/3 of schedule. The 
district share of the schedule and any excess costs above 
the statutory schedule amount are financed by a distinct 
transportation levy. The county share of high school 
transportation is financed by a county tranaportation 
»levy, but the county share of elementary transportation 
is paid from the same revenues uaed for county support 
of the foundstion program. 



Extent of participation : An estimated 630 operating 
and non-operating districts will participate, providing 
transportation for over one-third of all the p^upils 
enrolled. Participation will involve an estimated 2700 
individual transportation contracts and 1200 buses. 



194 



STATE SUPPORT, 1978-79 



HONTANA. 



ERIC 



Name of FroBniaii Logal CiUtiom AmcNUit Approprteted for 1978*79| Pmmt of ^te Vm^ Attoeatedi 
Pragram Dtier^ion* 



SCHOOL LUNCH AID 

The State relo^urBeBwrnt for each district is a 
percentage^ deterolned annually* of Federal 
* reloibttreeMfite for the previous year. 



$530,000 (0.12t) 



DISTRICT CHARACTERtSTICS 

STATE IMPACT AID 
(Sec. 20-9-304.) 

Aaeiatance to school districts for educating 
children of State emptovees residing on property 
of State institutions: 



$11,000 (Q.01» 



Elementary 
High School 

CURREOT AID PRCXSRAMS, N.E.C. 

CONSOLIDATION INCENTIVE AID 
(Sees. 20-6-401 thru 20-6-408.) 

General Bonus 
Transport ajt ion Bonus 



$150 per pupil 
$250 per pupil 



$50.000 (0.03%) 



$100 per pupil per year for 3 
years for eligible pupils. 

Double on^schedule co&c reioburset 
(2/1 rather than 1/3) for eligibli 



3io 



Celetdethm of Stete end Loeel Sheree M Profrem Coett Bxtent 
of Seto^ Dittriel Ptrtieipetiotu 



State share 8 27»5S of Federal general aseistance 
re^fid^ureeaents of the preTioue year. (The percentage 
is calculated annually in accord vlth Federal 
regulations. ) Revenues are ftoei leglalative 
appropriatione . 

Local al^^ t All coeta above State and Federal 
relnbureenenee. General operating funds my be 
budgeted to support the food services pmgreBS but 
no special levies are provided. 

Battent of part icinat ion ; 259 programs In 6S3 schools. 



State share : 100 percent of calculated amount. 
Local share ; None. 

Extent of participation s 12 school districts. 



State share ; 100 percent of calculated amount. 
Local share ; None • 

Extent of participation : An estimated 10 districts. 



3d. 



PUBLIC SCHOOL FINAHCE PROOTiUi, 1978-79 



Lairy Vontz, Actolniatrator, Plnaocial Sex^vices^ served as tbe State 
auttorlty for preparatloi> and reviaif of tUls prograon report* 



Selected School Pinance Facta 



STATE SUPFORT 

The State provided an estiiaated 18 percent of the State-local 
revenues for el^aeotary and aec<»dary public echoola* 

State public school aid is derived mainly fron annual appro- 
priations. Incoiae from the original land-grant set asides 
are also made available. A State tax on insurance 
premiums provides some school aid# 

Local government agencies are reimbursed for the State's 
homestead axes^tion program and for a nen per^nal 
property tax reuef measure. These intergovemmratal 
transfers were estimated at $35 milli<m. 

A flat grant program^ which is desisted as Foundation 
aid 9 provided an estimated k percent of the stateidLde 
average expenditure per pupil in 1978-79 • Tbeug^i some 
equalization aid is provided , there is no guaranteed 
amount of such aid. It is a residual amount provided 
after the flat grants and incentive aids are paid. 
State funding amounted to 100» percent of the authorized 
level. 

A law ;lB 131) passed in 1977 specified that the 
counties in {Nebraska were to reassess all property by 
January 1978. However, in an opinion of the State 
Attorney General, the penalty provisions for failing 
to comply were viewed as uncwistitutional. As a result, 
this legislation has not been enforced. 



LOCAL SUPFORT 

1. There are 1,090 fiscally independent school districts in the 
State. 

2. Property taxes are the sole sixtrce of district revenues for 
school iHirp^es. Counties are reqtiired to appoii4on to 
school districts the proceeds of fines and licenses* The 
amount, statewide, is estimated at $4*8 iriiUiw for the 
1978-79 school year. 

3. An estimated $365 »0 million were raised as local revenues for 
public schools. 

4. Required local contributions to the equalization portion 
of the basic aid program in mills, varies according 

to the following district classifications: 

Class I districts are elemmtary (K-6) or (K-8): 8 mills 

Class II districts are K-12 districts with a total 

population leas than 1,000: 12 mills 

Class ni districts are K-12 districts with a total 

population between 1,000 and 49,999: 12 mills 

Class lY districts are K-12 districts wi«i a population 

between 50,000 and 200,000, (Lincoln only): 12 mills 

Class V districtr have a population in excess of 200,000 

(O&aha): 12 mill.; 

Class VI distt^icts are organized for secondary educaticm only: 
5 mills 

5. There is no m a xi mu m levy limit. Voters must approve levies in 
Class I and H districts by 55 percent, annually. For Class HI 
to VI districts, there is no voter approval. School budgets 
r%te presented at a public hearing. 

6. The district debt limit for Class I $ II school districts is 
AO percent of assessed valuation or 14 percent of actual 
valuation* There is no limit for Class III, IV, V, or VI dis- 
tricts. 
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STATE SUPPORTt 1878-79 



mmsu 



of ProgParoi Ufal Citaticmi Amount Approf»riatod for 1978-79| Percent of State FitnA AUoetteds 
rrogram Deieripti<m« 



Celeiilatton of Stote and Loeal Shares of Promm Costi Extent 
of Sehoti District Participation. 



TOTAL 

BASIC SUPPORT PEOCRAHS 

SCHOOL POUKDATION AMD EQUALIZATICN FUND (LA 448. 
July 1967; Sec* 79-1330 through 79-1344 RS Supp., 
1973 Nebraska as amended) (LB 984 -> July 1975; 
Sec. 79-4160 through 79-4169) 



$95,134,366 (100.0%) 



$55.000,000 (57.811) 



Foundation Aid ($11,929,418) 

The following aiaounts are provided for each average daily meiaber (AW) of the prior year: 

$17.50 Kindergarten pupils 

$35. OC Grades 1-6 

$42.00 Grades 7-8 

$49.00 Grades 9-12 



Additional paysteats for prior year ADM 
This amount equalled $31,72 per ADM 
tncentive Portion 



(a) Aid to school ditittrlcts 
baaed on aegree status 
of teachers. 



(b) SuBUBcrr School Program 



($9,572,180) 

(Est. $3,545,752) 
(Degree or years of college) Amount 



Doctorate 

Master *s or equivalent or 
6-year college program 
Bachelor's 



$350 

$250 
$150 



Equalization Portion 



$.20 per student hour for each student 
participating in a summer school program. 
The maximum amount guaranteed is $18 per 
eligible pupil. 

($2/, 729, 097) 

The equalisation portion is a residual amount 
which is payable to eligible school districts 
after foundation aids and incentive portions 
have been paid. Eligible districts are those 
in which the qualifying levies do not yelld 
the following guaranteed amounts per pupil: 

$225 Kindergarten 
$450 I rades 1-6 
$500 Grades 7-8 
$550 Grades 9-12 

Guaranteed amounts are for prior year ADM. 
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State Share ? 100 percent of calculated amount. 
Local Share : None 

Extent of ParticiMtion : Estimated 1,090 Class 1 
through VI districts. (See Description of Local 
Support, Nebraska for definitions of Class Districts.) 



S tate Share : 100 percent of calculated amount, 
Extent of Participation : 830 Districts. 



State Share : 100 percent of calculated amount minus 
(1) funds distributed to districts under the founda- 
tion portion of this fund, (2) rhe district quali- 
fying levy, (3) tuition, (4) fi^.^s, (5) license fees, 
(6) transportation reimbursements, (7) the Insurance 
Tax Fund. 

Local Share : A required tax on the valuation of all 
taxable property within the district for the pre- 
ceding year, (except intangible property) as follows: 

(1) For Class I districts, not less than eight mills; 

(2) for Class II, HI, IV, and V districts, not less 
than twleve mills; and (3) for Class VI districts, not 
less than five mills. Equalization funds distributed 
as a pro-rata amount left after foundation aid and 
incentive aid are paid in full. 



Extent of Participation : 197 Districts. 
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Mame of Progrtm; Ugil Cit«Uon« Amount Appropriated for I978-78| Percent of State Fundi AUoeated; 
Program Description. 



Caleulatkin of State and Local Shares of Program Coctf Extent 
of SetKMdi District Parttcipatton. 



Districts eligible for equalisation aid are also eligible for the 
folloving aids: 



Sparaity Adjustasnt 



Enrolisent Increase 



Gifted 

Culturally deprived children 



<$16»375) 

When tttt population density in any county Is 
less thM four persons per square lalle, as 
determined fron the aost recent Federal 
decennial c«isua, the total financial support 
under sub-divisi^m (1) *o£ this section 
insured for each district in the county shall 
be increased by the following percentages; 
(a) if the population density is three or 
acre but less than four persons per square 
Rilsp 10 percent (b> if tbm density is two 
or Bore but leas than three persons per 
square Ailet 20 percent; (e) if the density 
is one or more but less than tvo persons 
per square mile* 30 percent; and (d) l£ the 
density is less than one person per square 
Qile» 40 percent; Provided » any school 
district within a qualifying county shoving 
a density greater than provided in this 
sub-division shall not qualify for such 
percentage increases. 

($313,354) 

When the membership of a district counted on 
the last Friday in Septeoiber Increases one- 
half of one percent (»CK)5) or more above the 
membership of the preceding year on the 
corresponding date the above financial 
support of this section *shall be Increased 
by the percent of Increase in student member- 
ship. 

($412,219) 
($744,518) 

A district which provides special program 
meeting criteria established by the State 
Board of Education for (1) Cifted children, 
or (2) Culturally and educationally dt.>rived 
children, shall be entitled to count each 
pa^il regularly enrolled in such programs 
during the preceding year as one and one- 
fourth and tvo students respectively. 



Extent of Participation ; 15 districts. 



Extent of Participation: 57 districts. 



Extent of Participation ; Gifted: 11,968 9$ 34 .44 



per pupil in 23 districts. 

Deprived: 4,938 students in 36 districts at $150.77 
per student. 



^Refers to support guaranteed by the equalisation portion of the School Foundation 
and Equalization Fund 
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HBBRASKA 



Name of Programt Legal Citation; Amount Appropriated for I37S*78| Percent of SUte Pmkb AUooateds 
Program Description. 



Traasportatlon calculation 



TEPfPDfURY SCHOOL FUND ~ CENSUS VARIABLE 
PORTION (Revised Statutes of Nebraska, 
Sece, 79-3101 to 79-3108. astabllshed In 
1881) 

Current expense, grades K-12 



INSURANCE PREMIUM TAX FUND (Current 
expense, Rradea (Revised 
Statutes of Nebraska, Sees* 77-908 
t3 77-914, established in 1951) 



35 , 



ERIC 



Calctdatlon of State apd Loral Sharta <a Program C«tt Bsctmt 
of School Diatriet Part dpatiom 



($737,087) 

Each student eligible to jbe tranaported by 
bus according to the proviaieoa of Section 
79-490, Reissue Revised Statutes of Nebraska, 
1943, shall be counted as one and one-fourth 
students* Transported pupils tsuat live with* 
in the district attended and sore than 4 
miles from schoolhcHtse* 

$7>892.812 (8.30t) 



This distribution is for 3/4 of the balance 
of the Temporary School Fund after the In- 
lieu-of tax portion haa been deducted* 
Distributed In proportion to the number of 
children. 5-18 years of age. resident In the 
district, (See Section on District Character^ 
istics for a description of the in-lleu-of 
tax portion of this fund./ 

The revenues for this fund .*re provided by 
the income derived from the original land 
grant set-aside for school support. For 
1978-79, the estimated census count was 
369,860 and the distribution amounted to 
$21«34 per cenauH child* 



Ext^t of Participation: 148 dlatrieta. 



State Share ? 100 percent of calculated amount. 



Local Share t None 



Extent of Participation: Eatimted 1.090 school 



diatricts* 



$9.211,387 (9*68Z> 



Amount Indicated is 60 percent of half of 
State revenue from this tax* Distributed 
to counties in proportion to county popula- 
tion and redistributed vithin counties in 
proportion to district ADA* 



State Share : 100 percent of calculated amount* 
Local Share s None 

Extent of Participation ! Estimated 1,090 school 
districts* 
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Name of Programi Legal Ciutlon; Amount Appropriated for l978-79> Peremt of SUte Fundls AttoeateA 
Program Deseriptioiu 


CatefdAtion of State and Local Shares of Program Coatf Bxtent 
of SehoQl District Partidpatim* 


PUPIL TARGETEO INSTRtTCTIONAL PROGRAMS 






SPECIAL EDUCATION FUND (Revised Statutes 
of Ntiibraska* Sees. 43-601 to 43-611 and 
Sees. 79-1409 tc 79-1414, established 
in 1<>49) (LB 403 1974) 


$13,864,528 (14,57X) 

Thrse levels of service progroaa are provided: 
(a) Level I Droaranta ere far atkAoiiil pdiicii^ 
tion services that do not exceed three hours 
per veek. Speech programs and aural 
rehabilitation prograffls are examples of 
Level I services. 


State Share: 90Z of the allowable excess coat 

pupil of providing necessary special instruction 
above the per pupil cost for other children* 

Local Share: $28,073,742 and $2,995,385 for Special 
Education Transportation* 




(b) Level II program requires more than 
tiiree nours or r»i>e« lex euUC9C xon servxces 
per i^k outside the regular classroom* 
KMfMmyAw %*t, p&vn&enui provifxeu are ror 
mentally retarded* orthopedlcally handicapped < 
visually or acoustically handicapped* 


Extent of Participation; Approximately 750 achool 
districta and an estimated 26,000 pupils. 




\ ^ / i^v voA k.kt pK aDis are ^ or t nose 
special education services not provided by 
a school district. Services may be con- 
tracted or provided by a group of districts. 




SPECIAL EDI CATION TRANSPORTATION 


$1,615,600 (1.70« 




(Utted Prograffl 


See Basic Support Program 




VO(.ATIONAL EDUCATION FUND (Revised 
Statutes of Nebraalca» Seca« 79-1419 
to 79-1435, established In 1919) 


$ 622.728 (0.65?) 






Amount eirpended for salaries of vocational 


^x,tMK9fi 3iiare« rerceni. ox amounc expendeo as tunas aiiov* 




education teachers. 


Federal funds for this program are added to the State 
amount indicated in making this distribution. 

Local Share: All costs not covered bv reimbursement. 






uctent ot Participation: 216 school districts. 


r;*lVER EDUCATION FUND (Revised 
Statutes of NebrasVa» Seca, 60-409.01 
to 60-409.04. established In 1963) 


$1,223^647 a.29X) 






Cost of instructional service, including 


State Share Not to exceed $40 for each pupil. 




insurance, salaries of teachers, gasoline 
and oil for operation, maintenance of 


Local Share: All costs not covered bv the reimburse-- 




automobiles, etc. 


ment . 

Extent of Participation: 314 achool districts. 


Educationally deprived 


See Basic Support Program 
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Name of Programt Ufal Citationi Amount Approi»iated for 1978-T9| ParotPt of Slate PiuMk AUoeatedi 
Program Deaeriptioiu 


Calcidatloii of State and Local Shares of Program Coati Bxtent 
of Sehocd Dtstriet Partieipatimi* 


WARJ>S OP THE COURT (Revlaad Statutu 
of Nebraaka» Saca. 79^45) 


$ 929.1(7 (0.98X) 






RelxBbursa school districts for the coat of 
educating those children daalgnated as Warda 
of the Court and vho are attending achi»ol la 
dlstricta other than tbalr original places 
of residence* 


State Share: The per PuPll coat of the school district 
for the preceding sctool year. 

Local Share: All costs not eovarad bv r <iiibttraamant . 

Extent of Participation: 120 achool diatrieta ar ' 
^an Mtiaated 600 studenta* 


PUPIL SUPPORT SERVICES 






Transport at Ion 


Sea Baaic Support Program 




SCKOOL LUNCH RW 


$ 884.932 (0.93X) 






Partial reimbursesent for school lunches. 


State Share: The State calculates the matching amount! 






required to receive Federal aid and distributes 

the amount to school districts based on the number of 

1 •■MAP. A A aAV^.^J 

jiuncnes aarvaa. 






Local Share: Balance of costs: $1*327/864. 






Extent of Participation: 490 districts and an 






estimated 170»000 pupils. 


DISTRICT CHARACTERISTICS 






Sparalty Program 


See Basic Support Program 




TE>fPORARY SCHOOL FUND - IN-LIBU-OF 


$ 3.889*565 (4.09?.) 


State Share: 100 percent of calculated amount. 


SCHOOL LAND TAX PORTION (Revised 
Statutes of Nebraska^ Sees* 79-1301 
. to 79-1 30a, eetabllahttd In 1881 




Loc^l Share: None, but payment is based on tsx rate 
in effect. 


Current expense* grades K'->I2 


Local school tax rate multiplied by vslue of 


Extent of Participation: 1.059 school districts. 




school 6ndovmee.t land In the district aasesa- 
ed at 50 percent of appraised value. Rate 
includes lavlea for special funds such as 
local land fund and county high school 
tuition fund. Thaae funds are distributed 
to schoci districts containing school 
endovMnt land. 





KEVAM 

PUBLIC SCHOOL FINASCE P»)aUM, l978-*79 



Xk>uglaB A. Sftver, Diractor* Pitcal tetvices, oervad w thm State authority 
for preparation and reviev of thia program report. 



Selected School Flnanca Facte 



STATE SUPPCmi 



I* The State provldea approxloately 40 percent of the 
State-local revenuea for public achooXe* 

2. State funds for public schoole were provided 
through biennial eppropriationa covering the 
1977-79 period. 

3« The State rebatea 1 cent of its aalea tax to school 
districts which ia counted as a local contribution 
to the haaic support program* 

4. The State basic progrssi guaranteed an estimated 
79 percent of the statewide average expenditure 
par weighted pupil for 1978-79. 



LOCAL SUPPORT 



1* The State has 17 flacally independent achool districts* 

2* A 7 mill county tax Is required for school purposaa. awf 
counties asy levy up to 8 mills at local option for the 
eupport of acteola in addition to debt service* 

3* The school districts contributed an estimated $87*1 
million to the basic support program* An additional 
$46*6 million were raised as local leeway taxea for 

1978-79* 

4* A oaximua school hoard levy of $1*50 per $100 assessed 
value is in effect. This rate limit is not subject 
to voter override* 

5. District debt is limited to IS percent of the locsl 
assessed valuation of Its taxable property* 
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8TATB SUPPORT. 1978-79 



NEVADA 



^ Citat'om Amount Appropriated for 1978-79| Pereent of State Fumh AUoeatedt 

rrogrsm Description. 



TOTAL 

> \SIC SUPPORT PROGRAM 
DISTRIBUTIVE SCHOOL FVIID 

lS«c. 387.030 Stevada School Code aa amended in l"??) 



$88.895,000 (IQO.Ot) 



$88.895.000 (lOO.OX) 
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Honrft8Crlcted» gr«<le« lC-12 • 

Determine dUCricC cnroilnent at end of laC school noath; 

(a) Kindergarten pupils (.6) 

(b) Bl«»entary and secondary pupils (1,0) 

(c) Handicapped pupils (1*0) 

Multiply total district enrollwnt by the folloiiinig basic support guarantee per pupil 
established for each of the several school dijtricts: 



Carson City 

Churchill 

Clark 

Douglas 

Elko 

Esmeralda 

Bureka 

Kunholdt 



$l9ll? 

'/Irl20 
1 .116 
M15 

iao7 

2.138 
1,928 
1.258 



Lander 


$1,188 


Lincoln 


1,592 


Lyon 


1,188 


Mineral 


1,141 


Nye 


1,506 


Perahing 


1,13S 


Storey 


1,807 


Vashoe 


1,101 


White Pine 


1,245 



Cakndatton of State and Local Sharea erf Progntm Coats Birtent 
of Sohod DIatrict PartietpaUmu 



The product of this calculation equalfs guaranteed basic support for pupils for each 
district* 

Determine the number of special education program units for handicapped minors operated 
i#ithxn each district; multiply the number by $17,600; the product equals guaranteed 
basic support for special education units. 

Total guaranteed haalc support for each district is the sum of its basic support far 
pupils and for special education units. 

The Nevada plan recogniaes differences in character istics that most directly cause 
school costs to differ. It then provides basic support in different amounts to the 17 
school districts in relationship to their characteristic differencasa The important 
elements involved in the calculation of the basic support guarantee per pupil of he 
several districts are as follows: 



A. 



Teacher allotment - A total count or teacher unit allotments and additional special 
service and administrative allo«.(Pents is made for each district. The 1977«?9 
allovance for each allotment Is $11,900. 

The number of pupils iihich conqiose a teacher unit allotment varies by enrollment 
in»a school attendance area (a j^eographical population center where one or more 
schools are maintained). Pupil/Teacher ratios allowable for a teacher unit for 
elementary pupils are higher than for secondary pupils « Allowable teacher unit 
allotments for selected enrollment categories are as follows: 



36; 



State share : The calculated guaranteed baaic aupport 
level minus the local abare* 

Local share g (a) A required levy of 70 cents on each 
$100 value of taxable property within the diatricc. 
(b) 1-cent local origin school sales tax. 



Eatimated amounts for 1978-79 Statewide totals: 

$164,300,990 



Basic Support for pupils 
Basic Support for Special 

Education Units 
Total Baaic Support 
Local Share 
State Share 



11,088,000 
175,588,990 
86,693,990 
88,895,000 



Extent of Par ticipation : All 17 districts participate. 



STATE SUPPORT, 1978-79 



NEVADA 



Name of Program; Legal Citation; Amount Af^opiiated for 1978-79; Percent of State FunJS AUoeatedt 
Program ijesertption* 



Nevada Plan - X977 
Teacher Allotment Tables, Related Allocations, and Values 
I. Teacher Units 

For Eletnentary Pupils 



HI. 



IV, 
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Eato lime lit 
From - To 



No» of Teachers 



Pupil /Teacher 
Extremes 



3 

13 

2a 

67 
91 
121 
153 
193 



- 4 



12 
27 
44 
66 
90 
120 
132 
192 
.800 



I 


3 


12 


2 


6.3 


13.5 


3 


9.3 


U.9 


4 


11.2 


16.5 


5 


13.2 


IS 


6 


15 


20 


7 


17.2 


22 


S 


19 


24 


by 26, but 


21.5 


26 



4,e01 - 14,400 
14 »4Q1 ot more 



not less than 9 
divide by 25 
divide by 24 



25 
24 



Enrol linenL 
Jrom To 



_FQr S econdary Pupils 
No. of Teachers 



Fuph /Teacher 
Extreiaes 



}iot more 

46 

35 

78 
103 
136 
171 
210 
233 



than 45 

54 
77 
104 
133 
170 
209 
252 
- 3,200 



5 




9 


6 


7,6 


9 


7 


7*9 


11 


8 


9.8 


13 


9 


11.7 


15 


10 


13.6 


17 


11 


15.5 


19 


12 


17,5 


21 



3,2ul or roore 



divide by 22, but 
not less than 12 
divide by 21 



22 
21 



Special Education Program Units ($11,088,000) 

For 1978-79, one for every lo teacher allocations, provided special 
education program units are operated. 

Other Certified Staff Allocations 

For districts ot less than 600 enrolloent, I for every 5 teacher 
allocations 

For dlnricts of 600 to 1200 enrollment, I for every 4 teacher allocations 
For districts of more than 1200 enrol loient, 1 for every 3 teacher 
al locations 



Caletdation of State and Local Shares of Program Cost; Extent 
of School District Participation. 



Value Assignments: 

Kindergarten enrol lee 
Elementary enrollee 
Secondary enrol lee 

Teacher and eertlfieated staff allocation 
Special education program unit 



weighted 0.6, then counted as elem. 
$136 
$190 
$11,900 
^17t600 
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8TATE P'IPPORT, 1978-79 



NEVAM 



Name of Program; Legal Citation; Amount Appropriated for 1978-79; Peremt of Stata Funds Allocated; 
Program Description. 



CaletOation of State and Local Siares of Program Coat; Extent 
of School District Participation. 



Transport at ion ($5,237 »Oia) 

B« Transportation - In calculating basic support for a district an allowance is made 
of 7Sc for every dollar spent for transportation during the prior period* 

PUPIL TARGETED PROGRAMS 

Special Education See Basic Support Program 

PUPIL SUPPORT SERVICES 

Transportation See Basic Support Program 



i 
I 
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NEW HAMPSHIRE 
PUBLIC SCHOOL FINANCE PROGRAM, 1978-79 



Paul R^ FiiXion, Chief, Aciminiatration , served as the state 
authority for preparation and review of this program report. 

Selected School Finance Facts 



3TATS SUPPORT 



3. 



The State provided approximately 5 percent of the state 
and local revenues for public schools** 

Biennial appropriations for the 1977-79 school years 
were the principal source of school revenues Part of 
the proceeds from State sweepstake lotteries 'are also 
available as school aid. 

Thw ^tate paid $1,95^,078 to school districts as 
neri*-*ral aid which was designed to provide sme 
property tax relief* 



LOCAL SUPPORT 



1* There are 159 independent acnool districts and 9 dependent 
school districts* 

2p Property taxes are the sole source of local tax revenues 
available for public schools. There are no county taxes 
for school support, 

3* School taxes are authorized by popular vote at the annual 
school distiict meeting for independent school districts or 
by city government officials in the fiscally dependent 
school districts* There is no maximum rate liriit. 

A* The debt limit is equal to 7 percent of a district's 
valuation. Cooperative districts which are consolidated 
districts with grades 1-1. have a debt limit of 10 percent. 
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STATE SUPPORT, 1978-79 



Name of Program; Legal Citation; Amount Af^ropriate^ for 1378-79; Peroent of State Funds Allocated; 
Program Deseription. 

'^^^ $15>OBQ>372 (lOOXV 

BASIC SUPPORT PROGRAMS 

FOUNDATION AID FUND $ 3,871.268 (25.67%) 

Ch« 198» Sec* 8^13 Revised Statrut^H Annotated as amended) 



Full funding of the Foundation Aid Program would have 
required $55,097^020 based on the prior year otatevide 
co»t of $UOf»l for elementary students and $1,249 for 
secondary pupils and i^iLh a 14 will local contribution 
rate* The available aid was distributed to school districts 
where the 14 mill local effort yielded less than $617 for each 
flfwentarv pupil and $727 for each hlfth school pupil. 

Mt'tnber.shlp statistics used are those for the second school year 
pr^t^dinK the vear actual payment. 



^ WKPSTAKKS AID Fr>m $ 2,701.127 (17.99%) 

(Ch. S*-i-^, 2\,i - ^Mp Revised S.atutes Annotated) 

Olstrihufi»d on the Has i ^ of the ADM of public school 
piipll^i Tt'sldent In the srhm>l district. 



»TArKwn)F SITFKVFSION Fl^ND $ 341,600 (2.66% ) 

(Ch. S<-o. U\ Revised Statutes Annotated) 

Strttf proviilcH sal.^rv nld for supervisory unions. 
SiipervNorv •inti'in'* ih^tennlne the actual .imount of 
the ^al.lrv ti> be paid to superintendents, assistant 
super Inteiitlent , .ind te.Khi^r consultants. .«ll 
scht>ol vHstrlcts jrc incl tided In a supervisory union. 



KEV RAMPSKIRE 



Calralation of State and Local Shared of Program Costi Extent 
of SoNxil District Participation. 



State share s A district is eligible to receive the 
amount by vhich the foundation program exceeds the local 
effort contribution. If,» however* local tax receipts 
amount to less than the specified 14-mill effort. State 
foundation aid is reduced by an amount equal to the 
difference between the local effort and amount received 
from local taxation for school purposes. Should the 
State appropriation for this fund amount to leas than the 
total eligibility, the State Board of Education adjusts 
the per pupil allowances in accordances with the amount 
available for distribution. 

Local share ? local districts must levy a tax of 14 mills 
on the equalized valuation of taicable property* 

Extent of participation : 39 districts with 56.782 pupils. 



State share ; 100 percent of funds. 
Local share; None * 



Extent of participation : 168 school districts partiel-- 
pate with 173,918 pupils. 



State share : For the purpose of this paragraph the 
State s share of the annual salary of the superintendent 
shall be fixed by the State Board of Education so that 
eich of the amour "s so fixed shall vary between not less 
than two thousand five hundred dollars and not over seven 
thousand five hundred dollars in steps of two hundred 
fifty dollars in acc^rdai?ce with the ranges of latest 
equalised valuations per pupil in average daily member- 
ship of the several unions. 

Local sh&re: Remainder of cost* 



Extent of participation : 46 r, jperviaory unions. 
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STATE SUPPORT, I978-79 NEW HAMPSHIRE m 



ERIC 



rjiama of Programs Legal Citation; Amount Appropriated for 1978-79; Percent of State Funds Allocatedi 
Program Description* 



PtrPIl TARGETED INSTRUCTIONAL PROGRAMS 
KDUCAflON OF THE HANDICAPPED 

(Ch. 186-A» Sec. 8, 10 and 11 Revised Statutes Annotated) 

Tuition Oiiv be paid by the State directly to the school 
di««trlct or private lri»tltutlon the child attends. Four 
farmer aid proRraffis nerving specific categories of 
handicapped hav*- been consolidated Into one program. 
Because of a reduction In funds available. State funds 
have been used t#olely to support the edttcatlon of 
children t»n rolled in institutional programs* 

AREA VOCATfOMAL SCK<X>LS* FUND 

(rh. 188» SecH, 8 and 9, Revised Statutes Tuition Aid - 
Anm.tated) Construction Aid - 

This fund 1h used to pay all or a large part of the 
coHt of tuition and transportation for pupils who 
r«»Hide In other districts which istalntaln high arhools 
and vho wish to enroll in one of the vocational 
programs. If a pupil lives In a district which does 
not maintain a high school ♦ this fund is used to pay 
transportation plus any part of his tuition, to one of 
the 20 area vocatlcnal schools which offer compre- 
hennlvf* vocational training programs or to the 3 
extension high schools offering a more limited firogram. 

DRIVER KDUCATION 

(Ch. 2h2^ Set . l-a. Revised Statutes Annotated) 

the proceeds from original operators' license fees 
.ind from Initial number plates, after costs of plates 
jnd issuance have been deducted, shall be expanded 
Molely ft>r inmrses of Instruction and training in 
safe BHitor vehicle driving conducted in or under the 
stiptTvislon of secondary scl.ools. The district Is 
fnCltied to the amount of the approved expenditure* 

KOSTKR CHILDHKN AID 

Uh. rm. Svt , Jl-Jh, Rt'viMcd Statutes Annotated) 

When a child has been placed In a home by Child and 
F.unllv Services of the Department of Health and 
Welfare or by a llrensed rh 11 dp lacing agmcy, th*' 
srhot»l dl.strtrr in which said home Is ated is 
entitled to pavment of $200.00 for each foster 
• hi Id attending school in the dlstrlrt or for 
whom thf district pavs tuition* 



$196.222 (1.30?) 
$6S9.035 (^.n) 



$437.401 (2.90^) 



$ 78.768 
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Calculation of State and Local ^res of Program Cost; Extent 
of School District Participation. 



State share : All costs in excess of State average 
tuition costs. 

Local share : School districts are required to pay 
up to the State average cost for tuition purposes 
towatd the education of handicapped children* 



State share : 100 percent of approved costs. 
Local share : All excess costs. 

Extent of participation : 21 area vocational school 
districts. 



State shar e: 100 percent of calculated amount. 

Local share : All additional program costs. 

Extent of participation ; 60 school districts and 9 
non-public schools participate In this program. 



State share ? $200.00 per child* Total amount distributed 
not to exceed $200.,000. 

Local share ! All additional education expense. 
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STATE SUPPORT, 1978-79 



Name of Proffram; Legal Citation; Amount Ai>propriated for 1978-79; Percent of State Funds Allocated; 
Program Description. 



PUPIL SUPPORT SERVICES 

SCH£X)L LUNCH AID * $32 2^828 (2,16 2) 

(Ch. 186» Sec* 13, Par XI Revised Statutes Annotated) 

MatchlllK funds approprlatad to meet Federal 
requirements concerning relobursenients for 
luncHaa served in approved program. 



CURRENT AID PROGRAMS^ N>E.C. 

SCHOOL DISTRICT REORGANIZATION AID $366.671 (2,431) 

(Ch. 195-A: 10-11 and 198: 18 Revised Statutes Aimotated) 

In an \*ithorl2ed Regional Enrollment Area (AREA) the 
State p/jiys annu^^lly to each receiving districts for 
each pupil In ADH from a sending district $43 in an 
AREA elenientary school, $60 in an AREA junior high 
st*hool, and $75 in an AREA high school. 

For tisch pupil from a pre-existing district who 
/ittends a oooperatlve school located in another 
pre-existing district the State shall pay annually 
an amount in accordance with the nasie schedule used 
for AREA ,ild. 

DUAL ENROLLMENT AND CHILD BENEFIT SERVICES $182>733 (1.21%) 

(Ch. 19g, Sec. 21 /ind 22, Revised Statutes Annotated) 

Anv school dlstrlrt which operated an approved dual 
enrolltsenc agreement under the provisions of RSA l93:l-a 
Is eltgihle tor the full operational costs* exclusive 
tif c*«iplt.il imprnvements , the first year of operation 
.md one^half such costs the second year. There is no 
subsequent eligibility* 

Anv school dlstrirt providing child benefit services 
under the authority of RSA 189:49-50 shall be granted 
tiot more than 70 percent of such costs for the services. 

The Dual Enrollment program provides some instructional 
services In ,ablic school buildings to pupit") enrolled in 
nonpublic schools. 

The Child Benefit Services Program provides »:ertaln services 
to nonpublic school students. School health and nursing, 
textbooks, hot unch and educational television may be provided 
4, in either a public or nonpublic school building. The following 

services must be provided in a public building or facility! guidance, 
testing, special programs tor the handicapped, driver education and 
physical education. 



NEW HAMPSHIRE 



Caleulation of State and Local Shares of Program Coat; Extent 
of School District Participation. 



State share : Required matching portion. 



Local share : Hone. 



Extent of participation ; X45 school districts and 30 



private schools. 



State share : 100 percent of amount. If State 



appropriation is not sufficientt aid to an AREA school 
and a Cooperative School district shall be prorated. 

Local share: None . 



Extent of participation : 48 school districts. 



State share ; (Dual Enrollment) Full operational costs. 



exclusive of capital improvements « the first year of 
operation and one-half such costs the second year. There 
is no subsequent eligibility. 

(Child Benefit Service) Not more than 70 percent 
of such costs for services. 

Localshare: All costs In excess of State contribution. 



Ext>>nt of participation ; Child Benefit Service; 30 



school districts participated. 

* 
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STATE SUPPORT, 1978-79 



Name of Programi Legal Citationi Amount Apfu-oiiriated for 1978-79; Percent of State Fumts Allocated; 
Program Description* 



CAPtTAL SOFPORT PROGRAM 

SC '^OL BUILDING AID FUND $5.405.646 (35,85%) 

(Cnv 198, Sec* 15-a-g, Revised Statutes Annotated 
as £ffi»oded) 

- School diatxlcts which have not heen reorganized 
aff cooperative districts or are not the receiving 
district for an Authoriieed Regional Enrollment (AREA) « 
are entitled to 30 percent of the annual payment on 
principal. No allor^ance is oade for the payment of 
interest* Other school districts are entitled to an 
amount ranging from 40 percent to 55 percent of the 
annual principal payment, depending on the nusaber of 
pre<-exi8ting districts which have been conhined into 
the cooperative district* or the number of districts in 
the AREA* The amount of the principal payment which 
serves as the baais for the percentage entitlement may 
be increased by an amount equal to the amount of capital 
reserve funds and the amount raised by taxation up to the 
time of the bond issue which was actually expended in the 
construction or enlargement divided by the number of years 
for which the notes or bonds were issued* 



NEW KANPSHIRE 



Calculation of State and Local Stiares of Program Costi Extent 
of School District Participation. 



State share : The State makes payments to any school 



district which is making annual pasrments to retire 
aerial notes or bonds » providing the State Roatd of 
Education has approved the plans, specifications, and 
costs of the school building construction project 
involved. The project may involve a nev school 
building, enlargement of a building, or renovation of 
a bvilding which results ii« Increased pupil capacity* 

If the State appropriation is not sufficient, school 
building aid shall be prorated equally. 

Local share : Local share is 100 percent of interest 



coats and the remaining principal costs* 
Extent oi participation : 128 school districts 



participate. 
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NEW JERSEY 
PUBLIC SCHOOL FIKANCE PBOGSAM, 1978-79 



William Seerle, Director, School Finance and Regulatory ServiceB* served 
the State authority far preparation and review of this program report. 
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Selected School Finaoce Facts 



STATE SUPPORT 



1. The State provides approximately A3 percent of the 
State^local revenues for public schools* 

2. State funds for public schools are prcvided by 
annual appropriations* In addition $20 million 
of the State *s lottery proceeds vere earmarked 
for public schools in 1978-79. 

3* An estimated $573.9 million was earmarked in 

1978-79 from the State income tax to the Property 
Tax Relief Fund. These proceeds were returned 
to individual property taxpayers* 

4. The Public School Education Act of 1975 is the 
major new basic aid sup i>rt program and was 
infrlemented in the 197^: 11 school year. 



LOCAL SUPPORT 

1. There are 589 fiscally independent school districts, 4 
fiscally dependent county special service districts, 
and 18 county vocational schools in the State. 

2, Property taxes are the sole source of local revenue 
for public schools. 

3* Local contributions to the State's basic equalisation 
program equalled $1^745.3 million in 1978-79. Local 
leeway taxes were reported at $146.7 million. 

4. Voter approval of the total school levy for currant 
operating expenses and debt service is required annually. 

5. A per pupil budget ceiling is in effect for each dis- 
trict with the annual increase limited to osk amount 
which reflects the growth in a district's equalised 
valuation and the ratio of the district*s per pupil 
budget to the statewide average. The formula has the 
effect of allowing districts with below average budgets 
to increase their annual budget ceilings by greater 
amounts. An appeals provision for increasing a district's 
budget limit is also provided. 

6. There is no district debt limit specified by law. 
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STATE SUPPORTt 1978-V9 



Name of ^>rogrami Legal Citation? Amount AnN^ated for 1978*79| Percent of State Funds AUoeatedi 
Program De$eription* 



TOTAL $l>378.889>226 <1Q0») 
BASIC SUPPORT PROGRAM 

CURRENT EXPENSE SQUALIEATZON SUPPORT $732,824,597 (S3a8 ») 
(NJSA 18A:7A-1 et seqJ 

The State guarantees to each district its **State support ratio** (see 1 a in right 
column) tines its net current escpense budget for the prebudget (prior) year. The 
net current expense budget is limited to the amount raised by the local taxes, 
equalisation State support and State aid for approved transportation. No maximum 
participation rate is specified in the lav* For 1978*79, the States guaranteed 
valuation per pupil amounts to $106*000^ which is equal to 1*35 times the mean 
district valuation* 



Minimum Guarantee 



($63,284,966) 



No district shall receive leas in current expense equalization support than 10% 
of thw State support limit. 

Enrollment Count 

Prior year enrollment count of the last school day in September is used* 
Budget Growth Limit 

The annual growth in a district's net current expense budget (NCEB) is limited by 
formulas which allow greater increases to districts spending below the Statewide 
average. The formulas are: 

Equalization 



For districts 
spending below 
che average 



For districts 
Spending at or 
above the 
Ave 3ge 



3 
4 



3 

7 



Basic Growth Rate 

Latest Annual 
Percentage Change 
in Statewide Equa- x 
lized Valuatior 



Latest Annual 
Percentage Change 
in Statewide Equa- x 
lizod Valuation 



Base NCEB 



Prior Year's 
State Average 
NCEB per Pupil 



actor 



Prior Year's* 

District 

NCEB per Pupil 



Prior Year's 
State Average 
NCEB per pupil 
Prior Year 's 
District NCEB 
per Pupil 

Prior Year's 
State Average 
NCEB per Pupil 
Prior Year's 
District 
NCEB per Pupil 



NEW JERSEY 201 



Calculation of State and Loeal ^res of Program Cosrti Extent 
of Sehool District Partieipation. 



State Share : 

a* Divide the district's equalised valuation per pupil 
by the Stat.2 guaranteed valuation per pupil and * 
subtract the quotient from 1*CKK) to obtain the 
dif J'ict 'a State support ratio* 

b. Multiply the district's State s ipport ratio by the 
smaller of the net current expense budget for the 
pre^budget year or the product of the resident en«* 
rollment and the State support limit. The amount 
obtained is the current eicpense equalisation 
support • 

Local Share : Remaining costs 

Extent of Participation : 605 School Districts; 
l9383»810 Pupils*^ 225 districts are receiving 
minimum aid* 
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STATE SUPPORT, 1978-79 



NEW JERSEY 



Name pf Progpam; Legal Citationt Amount Apppoi>riated for 1978-79| Pweeht of State FuwJs AHoeatedj 
Procram Deseription. 



In each case, the fonmila giveh the amount by which the NCEB could be increased for 
each pupil enrolled. Multiplying the reault o£ the formula by the prior year a 
encolbKBt glvea the total dollar amount by which the district's NCEB can be increased. 

Waiver of budget caps Is allowed If an increase in enrollment Is anticipated in a 
district. The cap may also be waived by the Commissioner of Education, "having judged 
that a reallocation of resources or any other action taken within the permissible 
level of spending would be Insufficient to meet the goals objectives and standards 
established pursuant to this act." (N.TSA l8A:7A-25) 



Calculation of State and Local Shares of Program Cost; Extent 
of School Dtstriet Participation. 



PUPIL TARGBTEP IhSTWCTimtAI? PROGRAMS 

SPECIAL- EDUCATION (NJSA iaA:7A-20 et aeq.) 



ERIC 



$87.225,365 (6*33t) 

Special Education Aid provides financial assistance for pupils who are enrolled in 
programs for handicapped pupils • 

a. Xhe number of categorical aid units shall he determined by adding the P"^ucts 
obtained by multiplying the pupils in each category %y the following additional 
cost factors: 



Categorical Programs 
Special Education Classes 



Educahle 

Trainable * 

Orthopedically handicapped 
Neurological ly impair. ed. » 
Perceptually iDpaired. . • 
Visually handicapped • . • 
Auditorially handicapped • 
CoBiminication handicapped. 
Emotionally disturbed. . • 
Socially maladjusted . • • 

Chronically ill 

Multiple handicapped • . • 



Additional Cost Factors 

0.53 • 

0.95 

1.27 

1.06 

0.85 

1.91 

1.38 

1.06 

1.27 

0.95 

0.85 

1.27 



State Share : Bach are# of categorical aid is assigned 
additional cost factors. These factors, multiplied by 
the pupils in each area, result in the categorical aid 
units. These units are then multiplied b^* the State 
Average Met Current Expense for the pre-b- tget year 
to determine the State Aid. 

Local Share : Remaining costs 

Extent of Participation : 590 School Districts; 
37 J31.3 Pupils 



Other Classes and Services 
Approved private school tuition. 



Supplementary and speech instruction 



Additional Cost Factors 
1.0 plus the additional 
cost factor of the handi- 
cap 

0.09 based on the number 
of pupils actually 
receiving such instruction 
in the prior school year 



b. 



The number of categorical aid units tor home instruction shall be determined by 
multiplying the number of hours of instruction actually provided in the prior 
school year by 0.006. 
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Name of Programt Legal Citatioai Amount Apfm^ated for 1978-79; Pereent of State Funds AUoeated; 
Program Deseriptiotu 



ERIC 



PILOT PROJECT FOR PRESCHOOL EDUCATION OF UANDl^CAPPED 



In th« absence of mandatory leglalatlon» the Department of Education is encouraging 
the devoloin»ttt and support of programs by local school districts utilising funds 
froai the extraordinary/ State appropriations designated **Filot Preschool Projects for 
Handicapped a^ estimates that IltWK) preschool age (3^ and 5 yedrs old) children 
may be in need of special education programs* 



approved4ocal vocational EDUCATK^ * 



$5,953,98ft (,43») 



Approved Local Vocational Education Aid is provided for full-time equivalent pupils 
enrolled in appn»ved vocational programs in school districts des^nated as local area 
-vocational school districts. Add itional cost factor equals 0,53 for e«\ch enrolled 
pupil « ^ff^ 

$30.000 (tnsisO 



SCHOCK. OF INDUSTRIAL EDUCATION (NJSA 18At64E«*8) 



The programs in this school provide education to persons for entry into the 
industrial labor market. * 



VOCATIONAL EDUCATION (NJSA 18A:58-34 et seq.) 



$4.500>000 (>33%) 



Funds* are used for matching purposes vith federally assisted program and innovative^ 
exemplary* demonstration and pilot projects in vocational education. 



WORK STUDY (NJSA 18A:58-3S) 



$500*000 (.04%) 



This program provides an opportunity for needy students enrolled In vocational 
education programs to earn wages while they are attending school. 



STATE COMPENSATORY EDUCATION 



S67>922>648 (4.95X) 



State Ccnap^nsatory Education Aid is provided for pupils enrolled in preventive and 
remedial ptograms* approved by the State Board* supplemental to the regular programs 
and desig-oed to assist pupils > who have academic* social* economic or environmental 
needs that prevent them from succeeding in rejular school programs. 

Additional cost factor equals 0.11 for each student enrolled multiplied by the State 
average net current expense budget of the prebudget year* 



Calculation of State and Local Shares of Program Costi Extesil 
of Seho<d District Participation. 



Srate Share s Reimbursement will be made for all 
programs approved prior to September 1978 and approved 
payments made to the local school districts during % 
the 1978-79 school year, The*to£al costs of programs 
approved will not exceed funds available. 

Local Share s Remaining costs 

Extent of Participatlon i 49 School Districts; 
approx. 2,0(M) Pupils « 



Extent of Participation s 15 School Districts* 
6*983.5 Pupils 



State Share s State* funds are provided on a matching 
basis with those raised locally. 

Local Share s Remaining costs 

Extent of Participation s One municipality. 
456 Students 

State Share : State funds are used for matching 
purposes with Federal funds. 

Local Share s Remaining Costs 

Extent of Participation ; 451 School Districts; 
apprpx* 166*000 Students . • 

State Share s State work study dollars arc matched 
one for one with local district dollars. 

Local Share s R^^mai; rig Costs 

Extent of Participation s 143 School Districts; 
approx. 2*800 Students* 

Extent of Participation s 568 School Districts; 
380*813.0 Pupils 
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Caleulation of State and Local Shares of Program Coati Extent 
of Sehool District Participation. 



STATE CCWPENSATORY EDUCATXON^RESEARCH AND DEV^LOPMEMT 
aUSA iaAs7A-2l)' 



Aid Is provided to pGoduce^ evaluate and dlsaleminate pilot and defiK>nstration projects 
and processes which iwprove the educational progr^ fot compensatory education in the 
State. 

a ' - ' 



BItlNOUAL EmiCATXQK 



$6,S99>316 (*50%) 



Bilingual Education Aid is prcnrlded to those districts that have a progrm Of 
bilingual education approved by the State Board. 

Additional coat factor equals 0.16 of State average net current expense of the pre- 
budget year for each student enrolled* 



ADULT AND C0NTI19UXNG EDUCATION (NJSA 18A;50->7) 



' -^1.058,000 <«08%) 



The Board of Education of any school district may maintain a program of adllit 
education and utilize buildings, equipment, and other school facilities of Che) . 
district. Upon approval of the courses to be offered^ by the Commissioner, with the 
consent of the State Boards technical and financial assistance will be provided by 
the States 



H SCHOOL EQUIVALENCY (NJSA 18A:5C-12) 



^1.300,000 



This program is for out-of-school adults and shall Iniilude such curricular content 
appropriate to the high school curriculum as to g^ve the adult an opportunity to 
attain a level of educational achievement comparable to high school graduation and 
prepare the adult to secure the high school equivalency certificate, r* 



ADULT LITERACY <PL. 91-230) 



^889.000 (♦068) 



Adult Literacy provides instructional programs for out-of-school adults. 16 years 'of 
age and over In need of basic literacy and computation skills or high school 
equivalency diplomas and special segtMints of this population, such as patients and 
inmates in State correctional and custodial institutions, migrants and handicappc* 
adults. 
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State Share t Grants are made to school districts for 
the establishment of pilot and detaonstration projects 
for corni^nsatory education pupils* to provide for the 
establishment of appropriate evaluation procedure^, 
and insure the implementation of such projects. \ 

Local Share ; None 

Extent of Participation ; Approximately 70 School 
Districts* 

Extent of Participation ; lOl School Districts; 
25,998.0 Pupils 



State Share ? Financial assistance is provided to school 
districts for two thirds (2/3) of the salaries for 
full or half-?ime directors of adult education. In no 
case shall the State share exceed $12,000. 

Local Share; Re0u>ining Costs 



127 School Districts; 



Extent of Participation ; 
approx* 495,(W0 Adults. 

State Share : Payment by the State, in the form of aid 
to each program, shall be In an amount equal to the 
annual costs for Instructors' salaries, guidance and 
counseling services, as well as such items as 
Instruct ional^0cterials and other equipment needed in 
the operatdN&^nd promotion of a local program* 

Local Share s None 

Extent of Participation ; 146 School Districts; 
approx* 33,000 Adults. 

State Share ; This aid provides the 10% matching share 
required unier the Federal Aid Grant for Adult Basic 
Education. 

Local Share ; None 

Extent of Participatiou ; 

a. School Districts - 8; approx* 7,130 Adults. 

b. State Colleges - 5; approx. 2,330 Auults* 

c. State Institution^ - 12; approx. 2,809 Adults* 
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Mame o t g^graroi Ugal Citattoni Amount Appropriated for 1378*79; Pereent of State Funds AUooatedi 
Prognun DesGriptlon. 



EVENING SCBOOL FOR FORBXGN-BORN RESIDENTS 
(NJSA ;8A $49-^1 crt 904.) 



$203.000 i. OlZ) 



Aid 1b pro«f idled *or the maintenance of public evening sehoola for instruction of 
adult foraigo-bom ref^identf of the district in the English language anU in the form of 
governBent aud lava of the State and of the United St^^es* 



DISTRICT ANI) REGIONAL VOCATIONAL EDUCATION 
(NJSA I8AtS4-9 and ie\s54-32) 



$2.006.341 (.UZ) 



This aid provides for training, retraining, and upgrading of unemployed and under- 
employed in programs Identified by advisory groups from education^ industry and 
government* 



NATIONAL GUARD COOPERATIVE EDUCATION (NJSA 18A:i8-3S} 



$125.000 (.Pit) 



This program Is designed to help eliminate sex stereotyping in employment Major 
efforts are made to place young ladies and young men in nontraditlonal roles* 



PUPIL SUPPORT SERVICES 

PUPIL TRANSPORTATION (NJSA ISA: 39'-! et seq., 

NJSA 18A:39-2I, NJSA 18A{46-23 and NJSA I8As58*7, as amended) 



$89.851.257 (6*52E) 



a»!PUTERIZED BUS SCHEDULING 



$250 t OOP (*02t) 



In the absence of mandatory legislation, funds are provided to pilot districts to 
assist them in implementing school bus routing by computer to increase the safety of 
children traveling to and from school and to favorably effect the efficiency of their 
operation* 
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Caleulation of Stat« and Loral Shares of Program Coati Extent 
of Sehodi Distriet Perttdpatim* 



^tate Share : Aid is paid to school districts in the 



amount of $1 in State funds allocated for ^very $1 
raised locally vlth a maximum of $5.000 per school 
district. 

Local Share; Remaining Costs 



Extent of Participation; 73 School Districts, approx* 



9,600 Adults. 

State Share : Aid is provided in the amount of $1 for 



each $1 raised locally up to a maximum of $10,000 per 
school • 

Local Share: Remalaing costs 



Extent of Partic ^ nation : 91 School Districts; approx* 
120^000 Adults. ' 

ft 

State Share: State funds are matched one for one vlth 



the U«S* Department of Labor, Division of National 
Training Programs • 

Local Share: None 



Extent of Participation : 40 School Districta; approx* 



330 Students. 



State Share : Aid i*« paid to local school districts for 
lOOZ of the apficnred cost of transportation provided or 
purchased fot public school students* A similar 
percentage is paid for approved remote transportation 
of nonpublic school students, subject to special mileage 
and cost limitations* 



Loc 1 Share : Remaining Costs 

E ?>tent of Participation : 583 School Districts; approx* 
6!jO,000 Pupils* 

State Share : Local school districts susibit an 
application for the approval by the Conmiissioner* After 
the applications are approved, grants are made depending 
upon the availability of funds* 

Local Share: Remaining Costa 



Extent of Participation ; Approximately 64 School 
Districts 
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STATE SCHCWL LONCT AID (NJSA 18A:5S-7.1, as amended) ^1Q>60Q>000 i.BQX) 

Public dchoola are relaibutaed for Type A lunchee served under the National School 
Lunch Program* State funds provide cash reimhursements for all Type A lunches served 
as *?ell as tor those lunches served free or at a reduced rate. Whethar the student 
qualifies for free or reduced price depends upon his family inccwie. 



© J TBE BENEFITS 

'tISACHERS* PENSION AND ANNUITT FUND (NJSA 18A:66-33) ^279>028^113 (20.Z5%) 

The State provides the employer's share of the Fund. All public school teachers are 
required to contribute to the Fund, except for optional participation to certain 
persons based on age, veteran's status, or teacher's status prior to specified dates. 
Janitorial employees of local boards of education are also covered. 

CORREHT AID PROGRAMS, N.B.C. 

NONPUBLIC TEXTBOC»C SCWXX. AID (NJSA 18A;58-37.1 et seq.) 110^000 — {*15Z) 

The Board of Education in each public school district in New Jersey is required to 
purchase and loan textbooks upon individual request to all students residing in the 
public school district who are enrolled full time in grades K-12 in any nonpublic 
school within New Jersey lAich complies with compulsory school attendance require- 
nxents and with the requirements of Title VI of tcie Civil Rights Act of 196A. 



NONPUBLIC AUXILLIARY SERVICES AID (NJSA 18A:«6A-1 et seq.) f 7, 500, OOP — j.UX) 

ilie Board of Education in each public school district in New Jersey is required to 
provide auxilliary services, upon the consent of the parent or guardian, to all 
students residing in the public school district who are enrolled full time in 
grades K-12 in any nonpublic school within New Jersey which complies with compulsory 
school attendance requirements and the requirements of Title VI of the Civil Rights 
Act of 1964. Auxilliary services consist of compensatory education, supplementary 
instruction, home instruction, and supportive services for acquiring communication 
proficiency in the English language for children with limited English-speaking 
ability. 

NONPUBLIC HANDICAPPED AID (NJSA 18At46-19.1 et seq.) ^^657^000 (>198) 

The Board of Education in each public school district in New Jersey is required to 
provide for the Identification, examination, and classification of potentially 
handicapped pupils and the services of a speech correctlonlst for pupils classified 
as having an articulation disorder, who reside In the school district and are 
enrolled full time In grades K-12 In any nonpublic school within New Jersey which 
complied with compulsory school attendance requirements and with the requirements of 
Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964. 




NEW JERSEY 



Caletdatlon of State and Local Sttiares of Program Ccsti Extait 
of School District Partieipation. 



State Share : State funds provide a relnftursemeni rate 
of 6^ for all Type A lunches served to children. 
Additional State funds are provided for free and 
reduced price lunches at a rate of 8.4c« 

Local Share : Remaining Costs 

Extent of Participation ; 562 School Districts 
562,502 average daily student participation 



State Share : The State amount is actuarially 
determined by using experience of the prl^r year which 
IS certified to the Governor by the Fundus Board of 
Trustees* 

Local Share; None 



State Share : Aid is paid in an amount equal to the 
actual expenditure for the purchased textbooks, not to 
exceed $10 miltiplied by the number of pupils residing 
in the district and on roll In grades K-12 In non- 
public schools as of the last school day of September 
of the preceding year. 

Local Snare? Remaining Costs 



Extent of Participation ; 561 School Districts; 
213,000 Est. Pupils* 

State Share : Aid is paid in an amount equal to the 
Statewide average cost of providing each equivalent 
service to pupils enrolled in the public schools 
multiplied by the number of pupils expected to require 
each auxiliary service. 

Local Share: Remaining Costs 



Extent of Participation : 413 School Districts; 
approx. 30,000 Pupils. 



State Share : State aid is paid in, an amount equal to 
the actual expenditure required by each public school 
district to provide for the Identification, » 
examlnatfon and classification of each handicapped 
pupil and the services fo a speech correctlonlst. 

Local Share : None 

Extent of Participation : 370 School Districts; 
a, 800 Pupils. 
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MQNFOBtXC NUTRITION AID (FJSA iaA$SB-7«Ia et seqj 



$580.000 (>04») 



Nonpublic schoola are reisibursed for Type A lunches served under the National School 
Lunch Prograa# State funds provide cash reiipbursements for all Tjrpe A lunches served, 
as veil as for those lunches aerved free or at a reduced rate. Vhether the student 
qualifies for free or reduced price depends upon his family income* 



PUBLIC SCHOOL SAFSTT (NJSA ISA: 17-44) 



$2>506>598 (aax) 



Upon authorisation by the Coiimiissioner» the board of education may employ one or 
more school lav enforcement officers in public schools while schools are in session 
and be reimbursed by the State for their salaries* 



SMBaGENCT AID (NJSA 18A:58-11 



$500,000 (>04!t) 



This statute allovs the Commissioner » vith the approval of the State Board of 
Educatiout to distribute funds for current operating expenses to meet unforeseen 
conditions in any school district* 



CAPITAL SUPPORT FROCRAMS 

SCHOOL BUILDING AID FOR DEBT SERVICE AND BUDGETED 
CAPITAL OUTLAY (N^SA 18A:7A-18) 



$54>587>933 (3.96%) 



Debt service support means and includes payments of principal and interest upon 
school bonds and other obligations issued to finance the acquisition of school sites 
and the acquisition, construction or reconstruction of school buildin'js^ including 
furnishings^ equipment and the costs of issuance of such obligations and shall 
include p«iyments of principal and interest upon bonds heretofore issued to fund or 
refund such obligations, and upon municipal bonds and other obligations which the 
Commissioner approves as having be«n issued for such purposes* Budgeted capital 
outJ^ay means those capital outlay e3q>enditure8 that are included in the annual 
school budget* 



ADDITIONAL STATE SCHOOL BUILDING AID (NJSA 18A$5S-33«2) 



$14>261>070 



(1*03Z) 



ERLC 
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When a local board of education determined by resolution that it was unable to comply 
vith the provisions of NJSA l8At33-l. an application for Additional State School 
Building Aid was filed with the Commissioner of Education and the State Board of 
Education. An investigation of the district was performed* taking into consideration 
unhoused pupils » rate of pupil growth* total tax rate of the tminicipality, the school 
tax rate of the district, net debt of the municipality » school debt» density of 
population, apportionment valuation in support of each child » number of children on 
welfare rolls, and such other factors as the Commissioner and State Board deemed 
necessary. 



Calculation of State and Local Shares of Program Costi Extent 
of School district Partieipatlon* 



State Share 1 St^te funds provide a reimbursement rate 
of 6^ for all Type A lunches served to children* 
Additional State funds are provided for free and reduced 
price lunches at a rate of 8.4c. 

Local Share: Remaining Costa 



Extent of Participation : 270 School Districts; 
38,915 average daily student participation^ 

State Share ? The State provides reimbursement to school 



districts up to 7SZ of the cost of public school law 
officers employed by local boards of education^ 
depending on the availability of funds. 

Local Share: Remaining Costs* 



Extent of Participation : 60 School Districts; Program 
not' educationally directed to students. 

State Share : lOOZ of approved amount* 

Local Share: None 



Extent of Participation * Unknown, due to nature of 



program. 



State Share : School Building Aid shall equal the total 
of the net debt service and budgeted capital outlay 
budgets for the pre-budget year multiplied by the 
district's current expense State support ratio. If 
the product is less than tero, no support shall be paid* 
Budgeted capital outlay used for calculation of State 
Support shall be the smaller of the budgeted capital 
outlay for the pre-budget year or ! 1/2X of the sum 
of the current expense and budgeted capital outlay for 
the pre^^budget year. 



Local Share: Remaining Costs 



^tent of Participation : (a) Debt Service - 404 
School Districts; ^|,) capital Outlay - 263 School 
Districts. 



Sjtate^ gf i aj g : The entitlements are based upon a percentage 
of a calculated maximum amount with the annual debt 
service not to exceed $25 per pupil in resident enroll- 
ment as of 9/90/68 and/or 9/30/69* 



Local Share: Remaining Costs 
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Extent of Participation : 80 School Districts; Program 
not educationally directed to students* 
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PUBLIC SCHOOL FINANCE PROGRAM, 1978*79 



Kebecca DelgaUo, Adtetoistrative Assistant, served as the State authority 
for preparation and review of this program report. 



Selected School Finance Facts 



STATS SUPPORT 

The State provided approxiioateXy 78 percent of the State-local 
revenues for public schools* 

State school aid funds were provided from the following sources 
in 1977-78: 

1. State appropriations $193.1 million 

2. Current school fund 63.4 million 
(interest on investoent of the permanent fund» land 
income and fines and forfeitures) 

3* Receipts fro© Federal Mineral leases 52.5 million 

The State provides a uniform guarantee of $905 per pupil 
unit. 

The State reports that interdistrict expenditure disparities 
decreased frcnn 14 percent to 7.5 percent in two years. 
Districts with below average wealth increased expwiditures 
by 98 percent above the last pre-reform year, 1973; 
expenditures in other districts rose by 89 percent in the 
same period. 



LOCAL SUPPORT 



1, There are 88 fiscally dependent school districts. 

2, Local contributions to the State basic support program 
amounted to $38.0 mUlion in 1977-78. Local leeway 
revenues equalled $4.5 million in the same year* 

3, The maximum rate limit is 8.9fi5 mills ^ich is also the rate 
required for participation id the basic support program* 
The maximum rate for all local government purposes is 20 
mills* 

A. School debt is limited to 6 percent of the local assessed 
valuation of taxable property in the district. 
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Name of Progranni Legal Citationt Amount A{qM>o{»riated for 1978-79; Percent of State Funds Allocated} 
Program Deseripticm. 


Calddation of State and Loeal 9iares of Program Co8t$ Extent 
of Sehodi Di8tri<!t Partiefpatiom 


TOTAL $339,337,300 


(100%) 




BASIC SQPPORT PSOGIUM 






StUTB ^UAUZATION QOARA!rrEB . $305,771,500 
DISTRIBOTIW (Section 77-6-2H 
of House Bill 85) 


(90.11%) 




educational program t^^eda of each pupil* The program unit 
was set at $1,020 for all programs. Estimated number of 
units funded: 




State share: The balance of the guaranteed program 
cdai after district *s share is calculated below. 

Local share: 


Regular 292,898 units 
Special educatim 29 1 560 units 
Early childhood 1,456 units 
Bilingual 2,679 units 




a. 95X ot a uniform tax rate of 8.925 mills 
levied against district assessed value. 

license fees» 


The folloving weights were established $ 




c. 95X of Federal PX. 874 revenue, and 


i k W{u CUU If «JL{y « W 




Q . OS r eoerai r ores & neserve revenue * 


Kindergarten 1.3 (F.T.E.) 
Grades 1-3 1.1 ADM 
Grades 4-6 1.0 ADM 
Grades 7-12 1.25 ADM 




Extent of participation: 88 districts 


Special Education: 

A/B ( itinerate/resource 
rooms): (1) 20*0 (total add- 
on units for ap- 
proved program) or 






Grades 1-3 (2) .12 ADM 
r Moderately 

handicapped 1 . 9 ADM 

handicapped 3.5 AI^ 




> 


Bilingual .3 (F.T.E. add-on) 






Funding for special education ($30,151,200) 
Funding of bilingual education ($ 2,732,580) 
Funding for eariy childhood i^ii,qo!>,i2U) 
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Name of Programt Legal atation; Amount Appropriated for l978-79t Percent oC State Fumb AUocatedi 
Program Oeseription. ^ 


Calculation of State and Loeal Shares of Program C*ost; Extent 
of Sehool District Participation. 


Sparsity ($13,340,580) 




Schools with AOM less than 200: 




£lementary and Junior High: 20D»ACM x 1.0 x APM » units 

200 




Senior Hinh: 2C0-ADM X 2,0 ADM = units 

200 

f 




Districts with »SM less than 4,000: 




4000*Am X 0.15 X ADM c units 
4000 




Teacher draining and 
Experience ($15,607,020) 




A State-wida weighted average of teacher training and experience is ccanputed for 
each district utilizing a matrix of five training levels and five experience lev- 
els. The index is multiplied by the sum of program units (excluding special edu- 
cational units of approved private programs) to yield adjusted program units; 
however no district's training and experience index shall be less than 0.95. 




A district's program cost is determined by multiplying its total program units 
by tb^> appropriated dollar per unit. 




PUPIL TAROBTBD INSTRUCTIONAL PROGRAMS 








Early Childhood Education . . See Basic Support Proffi'am 




Bilingual, Multicultural 


• 


PUPIL SUPPORT SERVICES 






State share: 100 percent of approved coats* 


{Sections 77-6-22 and 
77«6-23, NMSA 1953 J 


Local share: None. 

Extent of participation: 88 school districts. 
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Name of nrogrami Legil Citationt Amount Appropriated for 1978^79| Percent of State Funds Allocated; 
Program Desertpttou 


Calculation of State and Lo^* 9iares oi Program Casii Extent 
of Sehool Olstrlet Partteipatioti. 


F8EE TfiSCTBOOD FUND 

(fiftetifm 77«13«5 throuBh 77-13-14. $5,104,400 (6.20%) 
N.M.S.A.t 19S3 Cmpllaclon) 


- 


$17»00 per pupil In MB! in grades K-'12 and pupils enrolled in Adulc Basic Education 
in public and private schools. 

CkMAiCa AMfl%M%M«»4 M ^ aj4 f f iMi t^ltA VAftAvnl M4«iAv>tt1 T^aafnc^ Vtt*.«4 Cv*acl4^a av*A ah^aK« 
ruPQW flipp & w|ms t>vii s&ihh wfra cpovscUk ntxiwisaji i^wwahi^ ruiiB* vr«raj.vii «&c wb«0 

lished with tha State Texthook ai» Haterisls Depository, and the participants 
draw State approved books and matwials up to the amourit of entitlenent. 


State share. 1(M i>etceiit. 

Extent of partii paeion: All 88 school districts 

Anil iBAft^ npivnro Ac^hoola* 


Op to 20 percent of a district's credit nay be used to purchase naterials not in 
ths State adopted list. V 




CURRERT AID PROfflUMS. N.E.C. 




SUPPLEMENTAL DISTRIBUTICRiS S 
(Section 77-6-29p N.M.S.A.» 1953) 


- 


Cai Out-of-state tuition $ 300.000 (0.09X) 


State share: 100 percent. 


State support for students living near New Mexico borders that are aore 
economically educat«)d in other States. 

(b) E&eraencv diatribution $ 335»000 (O^KXS) 


Local share: None* 

Extent of participations 8 school districts. 


District must conplstel^y Justify a Cully unexpected occurence and oust not 
have 3 percent or more of operating budget in cash and invested reserve. 


State share: 100 percent 


(c) Eaerfencv Caoital Out lav $ 200.000 (0.06X) 




For eaergeucy capital outlay distribution to districts that have experidnced 
an unexpected capital outlay emergency d^&anding inmediate attention. 


State share: 100 percent. 


CAPITAL SUPPORT PROGRAMS 




PUBLIC SCHOOL CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS FUND $6,600,000 (1.94X) 
Senate Bill 9, 32nd Lagialature» 
Special Session 1975 




State guarantees $35 per nill for 3 yc;ars to a district levying one or tvo mills 
on the assessed value of real property for capital improvemants • 


State share: Balance hetveen local yield and $35 
per nill for one or tuo mills levied for capital 
improvements^ 

Local share: pror^eds of one or tvo mills levied 
for capital iinpro^ements. 


t 


Extent of participation: 47 districts. 
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Eiwrd McKern, Senior Research Analyst, served as the 
State authority for preparatlcm and reviev of this 
program report. 



Selected SdK>ol Finance Facta 



2. 



3* 



5* 



6. 



7. 



STATE SOPPORT 

^ State provided approximately 41 percent of the State and 
local revenues for elenentary and secondary public schools. 

State sdjool funds are provided by annual appropriations. 
In additl<»i, $98 million of State lottery receipts were 
allocated for school aid in 1978-79* 

Districts with exceptionally hia^ school tax rates and 
low full valuation per pupil are provided some aid 
under a property tax relief program. This aid amounted to 
$12.59 mUlion for 1978-79. 

The State reports that some equalisation progress has 
been made since 1975-76, with the decline in the number 
of districts receiving aid under the save harmless 
provision* 

Two new {Mrograms have been funded by the State since 1975-76* 
One provides excess cost aid for handicapped students 
extracted to private schools. The second provides 
aid to learning disabled pupils. 

In a major case Levittown v* Nyquist ^ a lower court 
has ruled that the present Staie school finance system 
violates the equal protection clause of the State 
ponstittttion. It found that school expenditures 
are closely related to property wealth. The schooi 
aid formula was also found to descriminate against 
cities. The case is pending on appeal. 

In the case of Hellerstein v. Assessors. Town of 
IsUp , 386 52nd 406, the court has ordered 
lEEat all assbssments be made at 100 percent 
of maricet value by 1981^ 



LOCAL SOPPORT 

1. There are 736 fiscally indepeiKient school district in 
the State. The 5 largest urban districts are fiscally 
dependent. 

2. Local school revenues are derived from property taxes. 
Nonproperty taxes amounted to less than 3 per^nt 

of total local school tax revenue. 

3. Sonse counties apportion county sales tax revenue among 
their school districts. 

4. Local revenue for public sJbools amounted to an 
estloated $4,592 million. in 1978-79 md included 
local contrlbutitms to the basic support |Q?ogram. 

5. No minimum levy is required for participaUoa in the 
basic support program. In the independent school 
districts, annual voter SLpproval is req^iired on district 
budgets. RtfJgets in the five dependent city school 
districts are set with board apia*oval^ There is no 
rate limit in the independent school districts. 
Dependent school districts are subject to the g^ral 
purpose rate limit of 2% of the average of the five 
year full valuations for current operations* 

6. The constitutional debt limit for any district I'j set 
at 10 percent of its five-year average valuatiors. 
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Maine of Prooramt Lwal CitattoAt Amount Aojorooriated for 1978'79t Percent of State Funds AUocatedt 
Pragram Dcsertptlofi* 


Cateulatlon of State and Loesl Sh8i 
of 9eho<fl Dlstriet PartletpaUon. 


^ of Program C!ost| Extent 

* 


TOTAL (Bst.) $3*352^994^000 (lOO.OX) 






BASIC SOPPORT PB06RAMS 






(SHBSAL AID (Est.) $3.C' .214^000 ( 90«88f) 
(Seca 3602 of thm Education 
Lw and Chapter Lor of 1978) 


« 




Base and Current Year 






The base year la the year^iflaedlately preceding the current year during vhlch aid 
la apportioned and paid* 






mi Valuation (FV) 




* 


the aaaeaaed valuatlian of taxable real property In the district as it appears on 
the asaessmnt roll of the toim or city In which the property la located* for the 
calendar yoar lonedlately preceding the calendar year In which the base year con- 
aeneed* divided by the equalisation rate detjsrmlned for such roll. 


• 




Total Aldable Fupil Onlts (XAPO) 






H day kindergarten 0.50 
Full day K and grades 1^6 1.00 
Grades 7-12 1*25 




0 


uadupllcated weights: 






Special Educational Needs Pupils .25 ($140 » 000*000) 

(educational disadvantaged) 
Handlcap)>ed Pupils 1*00 ( $38,592,000)* . 
Sunner School .12 
Evening School .50 






* Por aid paid directly to school districts. See below for other special education 
prograos. 






Bssldent Um (RUASA) 






KADA of the district plus the HADA of resident pupils attending schools outside the 
district plus the UABA of resident purlls attending full^-tiiBe closaes operated by a 
Board of Cooperotive Educational Services or County Vocational Education and Exten* 
sion Board* ninus the VA0A of nonresident pupils is used in computing the aid ratio 
and la for the year ioDedlately preceding the base year* 






Approved Operating Expenses 






Base year expmses for the regular day*to-day program. Excluded are expenditures for 
capital outlay and debt service, transportation of pupils, services from a Board of 
Cooperative Educatiaial Services* tuition payments* interfund transfers and expenses 
that do not conform to law or regulations. Revenues excluded are Federal attd specie] 
State aids* rentala* sales and fees* and proceeds of borrowings. 
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NEW Yomc 



Name of Pragrami Legal Cttetimi} Amwnt Appn^ated for 1979-79| Perdmt of State Funds Allocated^ 
Program Deserlpttoa. 



Caleidatlofi of State and Local Shares of Program Cost; Extent 
of School District Participation* 



State Average FuU Valuo per XAFU vae set by the State Legialatttre at $59,000 for 
1978-79. This eamnt is usually set annually by the Legislature and tnsy not reflect 
the preeiae Statevide ararage per pupil wealth.^ 

Operating Expense Aid 

Level I ($2,417,327,000) 

State-local sharing of approved operating expenses of $1,450 per TAFU* 

NOTEt Districts spending less than $1,450 receives State aid equal to the aabunt they 
uould receive had they spent $1,450. 



Level II 



($ 38,541,000) 



State-local sharing of approved operating expenses between $1,450 and $1,500 per TAFU. 

Districts actually spending bet«reen $1,450 and $1,500 receive additional aid under level 
II provided their full value per TAPU does not exceed $73,750. 



Liffli tat lone and Guarantees. 



($ 13S,876,0(K)) 



Each district is guaranteed $360 per TAPU for operating expenses. Minimum aid per 
XAFO shall be the higher of $360 + .001 ($101,000 - district FV per RIfADA), or $360, 



Pupil Groirth Aid 



($ 2,175,000) 



For distrxcta experiencing growth in pupil attendance approved operating expense aid la 
increased by percent growth In ADA of attendance of current year over attendance of base 
year. 



405 



State share : 
Level 1 $ 

State Aid - $1,450 (1- 
(TAPO) 



Pist, FV per TAFU x .51 
$59,000 



) 



Level II ! (Additional Aid) 

State Aid • (excess approved expenditures per TAPU 
betveen $1,450 and $1,500) multiplied^ by 
(I . Plat, yy.P^r TAPU x ,8 y ^^APU) 
$59»000 



Flat grants - Districts which qiualify for leas aid 
under Levels I and IX than $360 will receive a minlmuo 
Of $360. However, if the district's valuation per 
RHADA is less than $101 « 000, this minisum rises to the 
anount determined by the following formula: 

State Aid - $360 + .001 ($101,000 - district FV per 

RWADA) (TAFU) 



Haxlmum aid for districts with $75,000 or more full 
value per TAPU is the higher of s 



1. (1.05) 



1977-'78 TAPU without add*l. 

secondary pupils X 

1976-77 TAFU without add'l. 
secondary pupils X 



1978-79 Est. Growth ladqc (1977-78 operating aid 
1977-78 Growth Indea 



OR 
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N*me of Programt Legal Citatlmi Amount Approfviat^ fw 1978*79; Pereent of State Funds AUoeatedi 
Progmm DeMriptton. 



Caletilation of State aiid Leeal Ruffes of Program Cost) Bttent 
of School Distriet Partieipatlim. 



High Tax Aid (Est.) ($12,592,000) 

Available to districts oaking an exceptional tax effort relative to local resources. 

When approved operating expense/lAPU is less than the State average for the prior 
year^ aid is conputed as follovss 

t. Aid Percentage - Tax Ri ce - ,0200 

2. Aid Ratio » 1 - District full value/RTAPD of year prior to base year 

State average full value/TAFU of year prior to base year 

3. Aid - Aid Percentage x Aid Ratio x $180 x TACO 

4 . HinimuQ aid is the dollar amount received in base year 

When approved operating expense/TAPO is greater than the State average for the 
prior year 9 the tax rate is adjusted as follows t 

Adj. tax rate • tax rate x State ave» AOE/TAPP 

district AOB/TAPU 

(E8t.)($220»000»000) 



2. 1977**78 operating aid plus SOX of any increase In 
aid from 1977-78 to 1978-79 

Naxiimta aid ^f or districts of under $7S»000 full value 
per RXAFU is the higher of $ 

1. (1.050 » $7S,0(M>-FV/RTAPP ^ f 1977-78 TAPP without 

|i;i^)66b ) h^76-» tAM without 

add|l# secondary pupils x 1978-79 Bst. Growth tndeac^ 
edd'l. secondary pupils x 1977-78 Or wth Index ) 

(1977-78 operating aid) 

OR 

2. 1977-78 operating aid plus 50Z of any increase in 
aid from 1977-78 to 1978-79 

In no case» however* can 1978-79 operating aid be 
greater than llOX of 1977-78 operating aid. 

tetent of Participation s 709 major school districts 



To qualify a district oust have a base year tax rate of 
of $20 or isore per $1,000 of full valuation and a full 
value per RXAPD in the year prior to the base year of 
lesr than the State average full value per TAPU. 

Eatent of Participation! 182 districts 



State shares Building expense aid is the suai of the base 



Capital Outlay and Debt Service • • • 

Cost of construction in relation to rated pupil capacity, limited by a schedule of 
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paid 

tion unless the aid will not impede reorganisation* 
Extent of Participation ! Approximately 650 districts. 
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NEW vm 


Maitte of P^ilg^afn| Legal CitatiMi} Amount Appropriated for 1978h79> Percent of State Funds Allocate^ 
Frogr^ Deseription. 


Caletaatlon of Slate and t<oeal Shares of Program Costi Extent 
of School District Partleipaticm. 


Cenatnieticm (April 1978) 




OrAdM K«-6 ♦ • oc $3,375 per pupil in rated capacity 




locldeatal eo»ta» Including 
•Ite^ fiiraliihlnst equipDsnt, 
and profeaaicmal facas 








Raeonatructlcm or An anouot not to axcaad 50 parcent of coat 




. Pupil Troncporcatimi .... (Est.) ($294,988,000) 




Approved tranaportation coata are thoae incurred in transporting allovable pupila 
(living 1^ nilea or oM>re frosi achool) to and fron achool once dally on approved 
buaea over approved routea. 


state share t Transportation expense aid ^s 90 percent 
of approved expenses* 

Limitation: Aid «ay not exceed 107% of aid for 1977- 
78 • Certain itetsa of expenditure are exetapt froa the 
limitation* however* 




Extent of Participation: 735 dlatrlcts 


Reorganised Dlatrieta: 








To qualify 1) two or more dlatrlcta muat reorganise after July I, 1965; 2) the 
reorganisation cotppletea the State reorganisation plan; 3) and the reorganisa-- 
tlon eoeoapaaaea certain else and types of dlatrlcts. 


Operating axpenae aid ia increased 10 percent not to 
exceed the leaaer of 95 percent of approved operating 
expenaea or $1,200 per ad Juated ADA for five years. 
Beginning with the alxth year^ the aid ia reduced one 
percent a year until eliminated* 


Incentive Aid» Building 




Reorganised districts entitled to 25 p.went additional building expense aid, not 
to exceed 95 percent of approved expenditures for capital outlay and debt aervice. 


- 


• • 

40 


41 r- 



STAYK SUPPORT, 1978-T9 HW TORK . 217 



tiame of Progmnt Legal Citatloi^ Amount AKMropriated tm 1978-*79t Peremt of State Punds AUoratedi 
rfogfaiD wsoripucNu 


Calddatim of State and Loeal Shares of Program Coatt Bxtmt 
of School District Partlcipatton* 




4 


A minittum guaraataa of the total operating aid roceivea in 1977-78 or the aaaouot per 
TAFU received in 1977-78. The formula for a per pupil save harmless is; 




1977*78 operating aid x 1977-78 TAPU without add'l. secondary pupils x 1978*79 

arovth index 

1976-77 TAPO without addU. secondary pupils % 1977-78 
growth index 


• 


Aid to SoMll l>istricts 
(Sees. 3602h and 2M3 of 
the ^Education Law) 




For districts which es^loy fewer than «i^t teachers or contract for instruction 
with other districts. 


State share t Aid ratio ¥IUs the smaller of oper- 
ating expenses or $4,300 per full-time teacher, and 
hase year KMM times $(0, plus baae year times .90. 

Loeal shares $9 per $1,000 of full valuation of tax- 
a'ble property* for operatina districts. A $10 levy for 
lAollv contracting districts, or the levy of the re- 
ceiving districts if hii^er. 

Extent of participation I \i> tewer cnan exgnr v^acnBr 
districts: Six contract districts. 


FCPIL TARGSTED INSTRUCTIOtiAL' PROCKAMS 




Compensatory education • • • * (See Basic Support Program) 




BQARM OF OOC^BRATIVS 
BDOCATZORAL SERVICES 

(ff^^. «f t-K- LawV (Est.) S146^500.000 (4.37Z) 


State and Local shares t Bach school district U share 


Boards of Cooperative Educational Services cooqposed of two or more school districts 
provide more efficiently and cos^rehensively services and programs than the dis- 
tricts could provide independently. State aid is hased on approved prior year ex- 
penditures made on hehalf of "component districts hy the Board. 

Dollars are not earmarked for BOCBS handicapped or vocational programs. Aid is 
paid to the Board for approved programs which they are legally empowered to under- 

Tn A rAMn^ war ef total annroved exoenditures. approximately 47Z was 
spent on education of the handicapped* 4AZ on vocational education* and 9X ^n 
facilities and rental expenses. 


of the approved cost of services and administration 
provided by the hoard is an amount irtiich is in the 
same proportion to the total cost as m 8-mill tax is 
to the district's tax rate for the year. The State 
aid is the balance of approved expenditures. The 
State aid to the component district is the hi^er of 
the aid coasted above or the smount that would be ob-* 
tained by multiplying approved expenditures by tlje 
district*e aid ratio. 


ill 
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Marat itf Progrtm; Legal Cltatfom Amount Approprtatad f (mt i978-79| Pareant of SUte Pimds Alloeatadi 
. PragfaiQ D^Kriptton* 



SPBCZAL SSmCBS AIDS TO TUB PIVB LARGEST CITIES . . . . $63»>8Q>«K) Eft* (l^9U) 

Aid Intended to help deftajr the addicional coat of education certain severely handi- 
capped and certain eecondary occupational education etiidenta<. Thia aid ia paid to 
theae diatricta ainee they are not allowed to participate in BOCSS pTograaa* 
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Caleidaticm of State and Lo^ SHarea 0t Program Coat? Krtent ^ 
of SehOQl Oistriet Partteipatim* 



LinitatioPja and Cnar«iteeg i • 

1* Service coata are al loved only for approved aer-* 
vieea* 

2. Only the firat $9»5{K> of an eoployee^a aalary in 
alloved in determining approved coat of service* 

3* Adniniatrative coata nay not exceed 10 percent of 
the Board* a total expenditurea* 

4* A "aave haraleaa** aid baaed on approved coata in 
1966-^7 ia guaranteed each component diatrict. 
Beuever, in mf year in idiich approved coata are 
lower than in 1966-479 aid will be reduced 
proportionately. 



Capital Coata t Boarda of Cooperative Bducational Ser* 
vices nay acquire or conatruct buildings* On voter 
approval, Idie Nev York State Donaitory Authority laay 
act on behalf of BOCBS to provide the financing. 
Buildinga oay alao be financed fro« budgetary appro* 
pria|ion« i^roval of Education Oepartoent ia 
neceaaary* The apportionMnt for approved capital 
costs ia determined by multiplying each component 
diatrict*a share of audi coata by the aid ratio, not 
to exceed .90* 



State share > For eligible severely haadicafqi»ed atu- 
jeiita» aiLd'«m»0OO - (District full value per RKAOA^OIS)^ 
(AEkA of eligible atudenta) 

For eligible occupational educatioQ atudenta, aid « 
$lt4(X» -^[(Diatrict full value per ItllAZlA)(«Q13)J(ADA of 
eligible atudenta) 
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Name of Prosram} Legal CItattom Amwiit AnmpHated for 1978^79| Pareent of State Funds Alloeatad; 
PNgrani Daieriptioii* 



Caioidation of State and Local Sliarea of Program Coati Extent 
of School District Partieipatimu 



AID FOE CHILDREN VTZR LEABRXHG DISABILITIBS 



A oev aid daaigiied to iielp defray tiie additional cost of educating pupils with 
learning disabilities. 



PDPIL SUFPORT SERVICES 

Pupil Transportation . 

SXAXE AXO FOH TEEXBOORS 
(Sec« 701 of thm 
Education Lav) 



See Basic Support Program 



(1.79Z) 



PttUic tcliool districts are reimbursed for expenditures for textbooks purchased to 
loab to resident public and nonpublic pupils in grades K-12. State aid is equal 
to actual expenditures or $10 per enrolled pupil. 

An additional $5 6x actual expenditure per pupil will be provided fron lottery fund 
proceeds. 



SCHOOL LUHCH AMD BREAKFAST 
PROGRAM AID 



(B&t.) $11.300>(W) 



(0.34Z) 



Scbool lunch aid is by allowable anount per neal» by type of seal served » to supple- 
sent Federal grants idien Federal funds are exhausted. The jointly financed school 
lunch program is supplemnted with a school breakfast program ($7.4 uillion). 



4lo 



State share s Aid is calculated as follows s 

1. Net cost per pupil • $400 mean salary 'and friuRe 
benefits of classroom teacher in year prior to 
base year divided by 40 - (.25 Operating Aid per 
TAPU for Current year) 



2* Aid • net cost per pupil x aid ratio for operating 
aid X ADA of pupils with learning disabilities for 
the current year 

ASA for aid may not be more than 107Z of ADA of pupils 
with special education needs. 

Extent of participation s 737 districts 



State share t 100 percent. 

Extent of participation : 737 school districts. 



State share t 100 percent of allowable amount. 
Local share s Hone. 

Extent of participation : Approximately 6»000 buildings 
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NEW TOBK 



N«me <tf Programf Lasal CitatkN^ AiQMnt Appropriated for 1978*79} P^reoit of Slate Funds Alloeatedi 
Proiprani Deseriptiofia 


Calculation of State and Loeal Shares erf Praffrain Ceatt Bxtent 
of Sehod Distrlet Partielpeticm* 


DISTRICT CBAHACTERZSTZCS 








See Basic Support Program 






See Basic Support Progrm (Save Harmless) 






See Basic Support Program. 






See Basic Support Program 




Beorganisation Incentive Aid # • • 


See Basic Support Program 




CURRERT AH) PROKIMS. 






SPECIAL PBOGHAM AID 
(Vatioua Sections) 


(Est.) $15,000^000 (0*45Z) 




Six programs designed to neat 
special needs of selected dis«^ 
tricts and children or to ez- 

t 
/ 


appropriation* Aid is based on approved 
cash expenditures for approved projects* 


scribed by law or Comissioner^s Regulations* Por 
most programs the Staters share is at least SO per«> 
cent of the approved cash expenditures* 

Local share 1 Glance of approved amounts* 






Extent of participation: Approximately 220 districts* 


CAPITAL SUPPORT PROGRAMS 






Capital Outlay and 


See Basic Support Program 
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NORTH CAROLINA 



FUBLIC SOnOL FINANCB FROQRM, 1976-79 



Carltm WiUia, Division Statiatical Serviraa^ serv^ aa 
ttaa Stato authority for proparation and revim of tbia program 
report* 



Salacted School Fioanca Facta 



jSTATS SOPgORT 

Tha State provided an eatimtad 73 percent of State^^^local 
revnuea for elaoontary a»l aecondary public achools^ 

State funda are provided aolely tbroufib annual 
apprqprlationa. 

Since 1975*76^ tbe only neif pro^^am initiated in the State 
ia entitled 9 Every Pupil Teating. 



UQCflL SUPPORT 

!• There are 145 fiacally dependent achool diatricta« 

2« Out of an eatinMited #372«S Bdllicm ralaed locally for public 
achoola» $X0 niUion naa derived fron local property taxea. 
Taseea on sales and intansihlea provided additional revenuea. 
Other recoipta vera fron flnea and forfelturaay A«B«C* 
ravenuea, and other wtscellaneoua sources. 

3* There is no required local contribution. to the basic 
support program^' 

4* The Ian apecifies no warimum tax rate or levy. 

5. Diatrict debt lioits vary betiiem 5 percent and 8. percent of 
assessed property valuations. 
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NORTH QUKHm 



Name of Programi liOgal Cttattoni Amount Approbated for I978-79t Peromt of State Vma$ AUooat^ 
Program D^ortptiiHL 



Caleulation of State and Loeal Shares of Program Cottf Extent 
of School District Partlcipatim. 



ERLC 



FUBUC SCHPOL FUND 
(CUmnt expoise^ grades R-12 
(Cfi» 115 of the Geat^ral Statutes 
and State Board of Education Policy) 



Sl.086.069,884 (100,00g) 
$985>108>277 (90,70S) 



Salaries 



Teachers 
generally 
(10 months) 

Vocational edu- 
cation teachers 
(10,11, and 12 
months) • • • • 



Supervisors 
(12 months) 



Type of 
Certifi- 
cate* 


Ncaittily Salary 
Startine Maxiiiuai 


Years to 
Reach 


Graduate 
Class A 
Class 3 
Class C 


§1,079 
989 
83$ 
684 


$ 1.508 
1,385 
1,020 
835 


14 
U 
6 

5 


GvBduate 


1,111 


1,538 


14 


Class A 
Provisional 

Vocational 
Provisional 

Class B 


1,020 
989 
897 


1,416 
1,385 
1.079 


U 
U 
6 


Graduate 
Class A 


1,169 
1.169 


- l|611 
1.486 


14 
11 



State share : 100 percent of calculated amount for 
allotted positions. 

Local share : State pays total calculated amount. 
Expenditudris in excess of State program are 
permitted but are local obligation* 

EKtOTt of participation: 

County districts, US with an estimated 1,148,722 ADM. 



^AGraduate » Master's D^ree 
Class A " Bachelor's D^ree 
Class B » N6 Degree 

90 Sem. Hrs. 
Class C « No Debtee 

60 Sem, Hra. 

Building principals (10 months, Teadiers* salary schedule plus $53, $70, $88, or $106 
per month for 3, 4, 5, or 6 more teachers, respectively. 



Princioals 
(12 caleniar 
months) . . • 



$1,435 to $1,596 per month with 7 to 10 teachers to high as 
$1,907 to $2,066 per month with 80 or more teachers. Anoimts 
supplemented for additional training. 



42i 



40- 



STATE SUPPORTt »7M9 



NQRIH CAROLINA 



Kama PMgMmi Ugal dtattem Amount An^ro^ated tw I978-79t Pweoit of State Pimds AUocatodi 
Program DcMripttcnu 



^speriotetttlent 
(12 calecioar 
omths) • • « • 



$1,743 to $1,887 per mOTth for ADH of 1,499 or less, and 
$2,SQ3 to $2,650 per ijonth for ADM of 34,300 and up. Alao, 
add $35 per sionth for adv^rtced superintendent* a certificate. 



Aaaociate mspzr^ 
iateiidmt (12 
ealmS^i^ montha) 



Aaaistft^it «qierii«' 
teitfient (12 caleo- 
dar iwtha) • • » • 



$1,690 to $1,832 per inmth. 
certificate* 



$1,650 to $1,797 per sionth. 
certificate. 



Add $35 per month for advanced 



Add $35 per ismdi for advanced 



Si^lenent for 
appropriate 
doctorate . . . 



Baae allotasnt * . . 



Grades, 1-3 

Grades, 4-8 
Grades, 9-12 . ♦ • . 



Additional allQtB»it 
to adDiiniatrative 
units 



Exceptional children 



FUpil Transpor- 
tation 



$1^1 per^mooth. 

Teaching poaitiona are allotted to administrative units on the 
basia of ADM for the best ^tiauous 6 months of the first 7 
months. Foaition^are calculated in the four steps ahoM belw 
for each USA, but are allotted in oaet total for flexibility m 
assig^ioent • 

6 teachers for first 147 pupils, plus 1 teacher for each addi* 
ticnal 26 pupils in ADM. 

6 teachers for first 165 pupils, plus i teacher for each addi- 
tional 29 pupila in ADM. 

. 4 teachers for first 80 pupils for the first, Jr. or Senior 
hirih school, 3 teachers for first 60 pupils for each additional 
hi^ school, and 1 teacher tyt each additional 30 pupils mfOt. 



1 position per each 15 base-allotted positions. 

Est. ($57,668,000) 
Teachers allocated to the varices USA's on an equal basis based 
on projected membership in each LEA and the nunber of teachers 
appropriated by the General Assembly for this purpose. 

Est. ($45,215,329) 
C6st of pupil transportation on the basis of State standards. 



Caleidatlon af State aiH) Loeal SlMtres of Program Cost} Extent 
of Seho<A District Participation. 
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NDRm CAROLINA 



Mmbo <tf Fi«gnun| Legal Citatlent Amcrunt Appropriated for 1978-79t Percent of State Funds Alloeatedt 
PrografD Deseriptioik 



Caleulfttion of State and Local aiares of Program Ceati Bxtant 
of ScImkA Distriet Pertiaipation. 



ERIC 



Inatructianal 
loaterials » • 



Clerical assistance 



Superintendent ' s 
travel, clerical 
assistance^ and 
office expense • 



Plant Operation • 



$10oS0 per pupil in AEM 
$9.37 average per ADM 



Est. ($ll»6O2»O0O) 



Est. ($10»353,400) 



$275 to $865 per year for travel ^,395 to $55»118 for 
clerical assistance,, and $400 to $1„300 for office expeme^ 
depending on ADM and typeof district « 

'Rie amount allotted is an avera^ of $945.34 per regular 
allotted teaching position* Fmda for fuel^ i^ich are included 
vary according to gec^raphical area. 



PUPIL TARGETED INSTRUCTKMAL PBOGRA^S 

Exceptional Children . • See Basic Support Program 

INSHBlCnON AND IBAINXNC FOR TRAINABI£ 
mmUX HANDICAFFB) CHILDREN FUND 
(Art, 36 of Ch. 115 of the General 
Statutes and State Board of 
Education Policy 



$8,041.374 (0.74^ 



VDGAIKm EDUCATION FUND 
(Art. 27 of Ch. 115 of the 
General Statutes and State 
Board of Education Policy) 



$54.560.834 (5.^ 2%) 



Amount of supervisors and teachers* salaries for vocaticmal 
education plus allowable expenses for travel and for teaching 
materials and equipment for Vocational Education programs. 
Federal funds amounting to $12,047>641 are in addition to 
State appropriations. 



DRIVER TRAINING FUND 
(Sec. 20-88*1 of Che General 
Statutes and State Board of 
Education Policy) 



S14.373.745 (1>31%) 



Distribution based .on local plans for training and State- 
approved bud^tv 
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State share ; 100 percent of calculated amount. 

Local shar e: All additional costs not covered 
by this distribution. 

&ctent of participation ; 96 school districts « 



State share : Appropriated amount. 

Local share : All costs not covered by reimburse* 
ment. 

Extent of participation; 145 school districts. 



State share : 100 percent of calculated amount. 

Local share : ftone required. 

Extent of participation : 145 school districts. 
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8TATBSDPPOBT,tt7»»79 NDBIH CABOtiNA 



Mmaft irf ftqpwoj Ugtl biuttoni AmMnt Appropriated for 1978-7^ Poretnt of State Pmtdk AUoeatodi 
nofran DoMriptfaNH* 


Caleidatlm of ^te and Loeal Shares of Program Coatt B«teiit 
of Sehocdi Dtstrlot Partidpattom 


PUPIL SIFIOST SESVXCES 


• 


TtansportatioQ « « . See BmIc Support fmgjnm 




Ifistnietional 
nateriAla * • • • See Meic fr^pport Program 




SCHOOL BUS $lh072.864 (l*02%> 

(Art, 22 of Ch. m of the ' ^ — ' ^ 

General Sututea and State 
Board of Educatioo Ftoll^) 




Goat of r^laciiQ; buses^ Cdun^ echool units must pay for 
original bus for eadi approved bus route. 


State sAiare: 100 percent of cost. 


Local ^re: Mbcie of reolacGOKnt cost. 




fiicait of mrticination: 145 school districts. 


FREE IBCIBOQK FUND $10,855,117 a5)GK) 
(Art. 2SA of Ch. 115 of the ^ ' ' ^ ^ \ 
w^iecai statutes ana state 
Board of Education Bolicy 




Elementary school . • Basal books as needed. 


State c^re: 100 percent of calcuL^ted amount. 




sUte purdiases and artaiwes distribution 
of books ordo^ bv districtfl. 




Lxal share: None reouired. 




Extent of particinaticn! 165 sdiool districts « 


tarn vmL testhc " ^ si.osi.Sfio (o.ios) 


state ^hare: 100 percent of coet 


(St^ Board of Education) ^ i ■ ■ i r ^ 


Local share: None* 




Detent of participation: 145 school districts. 


• * 
CURRQir AID FKXaUttS. N.E.C. 


• 


vtmmjsxieiL imfrovemqit of $975,813 (o.09%) 


State share: 100 percent of cost. 


TEACHERS' FWT ^ ' ^ ^ 

(S^Ce Boaxd of Education Poliqr) 


Local shaie: .All other orograro costs. 


FwdB tuade available for locally adniniatered or state arrsnged 
ataff devel<»Bient diall provide for the continuinft education 
and in*service developnent of public school personnel eo^loyed 
^ ' * by boards of education and of oth» personnel specifically 

authorised by state or federal l^islation or the State Board 
of Qiucation. 


Qctent of participation: 145 school districts. 




i 

427 
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NOm DAKOTA 
PUBLIC SCBOCS. PINAKCE PROGRAM, 1978-79 



Ronaldi H. TorgMoii^ Directory Ziifomaftlcm and Research, 
aerved aa the State autborlt^ tor pi»paratlm and 
revim of this program vopott. 



Selected School Finaixce Facta 



SIATE SgPfORT 



The State provided an eatiaaated 64 percent of State-local 
revrauea for eleomtarv and aecondary pi^AOic schools for 
1978*79» Including State tax revenuea raised the 
counties* 



2. Stata funds mn derivad from appropriations for the 
1977*79 bienniua. 

3. The State basic aid guarantee providea an estimated 
70 percent of stateifide expenditures per pvq^il. 

4« The current foundation program becam operatioral 
on July It 1977. * 



LOCAL SUPPORT 

1. There are 3kl fiscally^ indepeiKient school districts in 
State, 

2. ^e State r»)uires that counties levy a 20.5 mill tax 
for schools • In addition , tibie State requires counties 
to apportion among U^ir school districts county 
severance taxes on coaly oil^ and gas* District 
school tsxes are derived solely from pr^rty taxes* 

3* For 1976*799 dn estimated $65*3 million fiere raised 
in district school revenues* Of this amount, $14*3 
million constituted the local share of the basic 
support program* 

a 

4» A 24 mill district levy limit may be exceeded with 
voter approval* 

5* A district *s debt limit is equal to 10 percent of its 
assessed baluation* 
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STATE SUPPORT, 1$78-T» 



ROBIR DAXOIA 
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gmttrf ^ommt Lagal Cltetient Amotmt Aptvopriated for 1978>79» Pereent of State Fundi Alloeatedi 



TOTAL 



BASIC SOPPOfiT ra? ™^ 



$TASB SOOOL AXD, Chapter lS-40.1 



$XM.m.51S (loot) 



R«v«am for die SCftta Founctetloa Aid Progttsi coms from the State General Ftod« a- 
tweiitjr^^Otta (21) mill county lavy and a twmty mill adiool district levy. Payments are 
made to adiool diatricta on the baaia of current faU enroUnent or the pravioua year* a 
AaD.ll. vhichavar ia greater. A weighting factor ia «ppUed to cosqmaate for aparalty 
of populatiM and increased coat; bxm veighting factor ia Rultif^liad by the ma^r of 
pnpila to determine the nioAer of wei^ted pupil unite; the nunber of weighted pupil 
unite io thta multiplied by the 1978-^1979 baae payment of $850.00 to determine the 
total paymit to the adiool diatricta. 



Pre^ctool Sp. Ed. 
Ona-toaai Rural 

Graded Blema leaa than 100 atudenta 
Graded Blen. 100 - 999 atudenta 
Matrict of UKW or nore atudenta 
7tfa and 1ith Grade atudenta * 

Grades 9-^12, 1 to 74 atudenta 
Gradea 9-12» 75 to 149 atudenta 
Grades 9-12* 150 to 549 atudenta 
Gradea 9-12t 550 or more atudmta 



«49 
1*30 
1.00 
.90 
.95 
1.00 



1.70 
1.40 
1.32 
1.20 



Ifoighted Pupil Payment 
(Weiahtlng Factor x S850> 

$ 416.50 

$1105.00 

$ 8»>.00 

$ 7(5.00 

$ 807.50 

$ 850.00 



$1445.00 
$1190.00 
$1122.00 
$1020.00 



The amount of the per pupil payment ia set by the legislature foa. each year of the 
bienniun. The maximum amount of State dollars paid to my diatrict during the 1977- 
1978 sctool year was $664.28 as conipared to a base paysimt of $775.00. payment 
was made to one (1) district i^ch has an enroUmnt of 291 students* To^ minimum 
amount of State dollars paid any diatrict during 1977-1978 was $166.58. Only one 
district vith an enrollment of 194 studmts received the smallest amount of State 
dollars per pupil. Ko school districts are receiving basic aid under a hold harmless 
guarantee. Mo limitation ia placed on the number o'f weighted pupil units a district 
may have for calculating the basic aid. 



TDITIOH FOliD 

(Title 15t Ch. 44» Sec. 01-3^ K.D.C.C.) 



$6>541.535 (5.49t) 



Konrestricted school use Amount per child, 6-17 years of age, inclusive. 

Based on census of children taken in odd^-numbered years. 



PPPIL TARGETED INSTBDCTIOMAL PROGRAMS 

SPECIAL EroCATIOf FUND 

(Title 15t Ch. 59, Sec. 05-11, N.D.C.C.) 



$6.103.000 (5.12Z) 



Cost of providing service not to exceed one and one-half times the State average per 
pupil coat per participant child for instruction and two times the State average cost 
per pupil for tranaportation» equipment, and residential care. Allowance varies for 
different kinds of exceptionality. 
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Calotdatf^n of State and Loeal aiares td Program Coati Bictent 
of School Distrtet Partidpattom 



State Share s The State share eowiata of general fund 
money and the revenue from a requirmi county levy. A 
21-«iill oounty tax ia levied pi which 20.5 mills ia 
eansadtad for the State Foundation Program. 

Local Shara: k 20.0 mill local tax ia levied on the 
aaaaaaad valuatim. The estimated payment (or the 1978* 
1979 school year coneiats of revannea from, the following 



$ 90,^5,400.00 (75..8S) 
$ 14,830,000.00 (12.3X) 
$ 14,332,300.00 (11.9%) 
$120,157,700.00 



State General Fund 
County Levy 
Sdiool IHstrict Levy 
Total 



The State share consists of rdceipta from a 20.5 county 
lew and State General Fund revenues to make up 
approxifliately 88 pereent of the State aid pairnent to 
school districts. Approximately 12 percent of the 
pasFment comes fnmi a school district levy of 20 mills • 

intent of Partlciaation t Three hundred c^ij^t (308) 
school districts participate in the State School Foundation 
Aid Program. These school districts enrolls^ 125,085 
students during the 1977-1978 school year. 



State Share : 100 percent of calculated amount distributed 



is income of State permanent school fund, fines, and 
penal tiea. 

Local Share ; Hone 



State Share : 100 percent of calculated amount as funds 
allow. The State shar) covers approximately 44 percent 
of costs. 



Local Share : All costs lot covered by reimbursement* 

43. 
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STATB SUPPORT, 1978-7tf 



Name ctf Prarami Ugal ClUtloai Amomt Appropriated for l97t-?»; Perewt of State Punds AUoeatedi 
Prajram • Dewrtptloiu 



VOCATIONAL raWATION FOND 

<mie 15. Ch. 20<1, Sec. 06, N.O.C.C.) 

Cost of spppomA program anU applicatitsi 



» L. 317.977 i't.m) 



PDRIL SUPPCatT SEBVICES 

TRANSPORTATION » 9.539.000 16,01%) 

School -bu3 capacity of 17 or mw^ 340 per mile ♦ 150 per pupil per day transported. 
School bus c^>acity of 16 or less 170 > per mile. 



SCHOOL LONCH MATmKJ PROGRAM 



$ 610.000 (0. SK) 



CAPITAL 30PP0RT PROGRAM 

STATE SCHOOL CONSIROCTION FUN0 
NDCC 15-60 



Loan Fund: $10,123|000 



Scoool districts must have outstanding bonds in an amount equal to at least 
10 percOTt of the assessed valuation, and a building fund levy of 20 mills, 
and need the money requested for classrooms. The requested loan funds may 
not be used for auditoriums or gymnasiums, except where an entire school 
plant is being constructed. 
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NORTH OtftKOTA 



Caleidntlon of ^te end LomI Shares of ProsNtm Coeti Extent 
of Sotioof District Partteipatlon. 



State SBtoro t Percent of cost ae funds allm. Federal 
fimds are provided In addition to the amount of State 
aid listed and amount to $2,l50»000. 

Local Sliare : All costs. not covered by reimburs* ' 

Extent of Participation ; 308 school districts. 

Stata glare ; Appropriated amount. 

Local Share ; Balance of -costs 

Extent of Participation ; 308 school districts. 



State Share ; 100 percent of approved amount up 
to 30 percent of taxable valuatira or one (1) 
million dollars utiichever is leas. The amount of . 
loans Mtstanding as of July 1, 1978 was $8,292,<»52. 

Local Share ; School districts must repay the loan 
from a building fund Ir-'y which varies from 10 to 20 
mills depmding on the else of the loan. Interest 
is charg^ at the rate of 2.5 percent. 

Extent of Participaticm ; 48 school districts have 
loans from the State school Construction Fund. 
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OHIO 

PUBLIC SCSOOL FINANCE PROGRAM, 1978-79 



Karren 0, Riisaell, Office >>f Legialative Liason, served as the 
State mitborlty for preparation and review of this program report* 

" — — - — " ' " \. "'■ - — 

Selected School Finance Facta 

STATE ^RT LOCAL SUPPORT 



Approxlffiataljr 43 percent of State-local reveotiea for 
^eleoentarf sod secon&ry public schools were provided by 
the State. 

State funds for public sdtools are derived sol^^y froQ 
8en^*al revenue fund bieimial appropriation* 

A 10 percQ4»t prcH^y tax rollback and Boii»stead Sxes^Uon 
amounting to approximately $1«),000,000 was provided in the 
1978*79 s^ool year. 

A state revenue surplus enabled the State to r^uce the 
phase-in period for InQdemeoting its basic aid fonmtla. 
As a resultjt the basic aid program was fully funded tor 
the first tine in FT 1979* 

Tli^ State Foundation program guarantees an estimated 40 percent 
of the statewide average expenditures per APM. 

In 1979 » Ohio sustained a major court suit challenging the 
constitutionality of its basic aid progcam. 

On June 13 p the Ohio Supreme Court, in a 6-1 decision ^ 
affirmed the position of the state defendant in 
Cincinnati Board of Education v. VaXt&r by upholding 
tbe constitutionality of the equal yleTd formula* 
In determining nhether tbe formula violated. the Equel 
ProtecUon Clause of Article 1, Section 2 of the Ohio 
Constitution, the Court began with the initial pn^se 
that **unequal treatment of classes of persons by a 
state is valid only if the state can show a rational 
basis exists for the inequality, unless the discrloination 
impairs the exercise of a fundamental ri^t or 
establishes a suspect classification*** If the Court 
determines that the exercise of a fundamntal right is 
impaired, the state must demonstrate a compelling 
interest to pass the test of strict scrutiny* 

Effective January 1960 (Amended Substitute H.B. 44), 
school districts are prc^ibited from closing schools for 
lack of financial resources* Such 'districts must apply 
to the SUte U>an Boaris if commercial banks refuse to 
make loans. Under S.B* as amended, school districts 
are es^powered to propose district inooo^ taxes up to 
1 percent of personal income to repay loans* 
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1. The State has 616 fiscally independent districts 87 county 
offices, and 49 joint vocatimal school boards* 

2. The property tax is the sole source of district tax revenues. 

3. For full participation io tbe basic aS4 proepm, the State 
re4Uir«s a ZSHaiU levy. If a diatrict*a tax base rtbes as 
a result of reai^raisal# the reqiuired levy amount remains 
unchanged, but' tax rates are reduced tqr a tax reduction 
factor to yield this levy. An additlooal 10 mills xsey be 
levied locally as add-m incentive aid. The yield from each 
mill levied is guaranteed at $48 for the basic aid proerem 
and at $42 under the incentive aid feature. Hhen a district's 
revaluation results in a tax credit end hmce lonr/r equalised 
miUaga, state aid is reduced for aqr Incentive siills levied 
in the same proportion as the reduction in the n Wer of mills 
levied over 20 mills. Hence, State aid for the < itive mills 
is not protected as is the aid amcmnt under the . j»ic aid 
program. 

4. Local contributions to the basic State equalisation program for 
1978-79 were $1,862,247,607. 

5. The State constitution requires the - pportionment of a 10-mill 
county levy among local Juriadictiotis. Additional levies 

for school districts are subject to no rate or levy 
lijoitaticsis but require voter approval. State law allows 
LEAs to levy emergency school taxes with voter approval for 
periods up to 5 years. 

6* Tbe debt limit for bmds is equal to 9 percent of assessed 
valuation for each school district. 
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STATE SUPPORT (Cont'd) 



Onder the traditlonaX equal protectiOD test, every statute 
is presumed ccmstltutlonal until its constitutionality is 
abonn bq^o^id a reasooable doubt. Applying this test to 
the equal yield foraula, the Court fouod^... that local 
control provldeo a rational basis supporting the disparity 
In per pipU es^endltures In Otiio*s school districts « 
This conclusion Is vaUd from an historical point of 
vlev and is also supported by conventional wisdom concerning 
educational policy. In addition to allowing people within a 
school district to determine how ouch money they are willing 
to devote to education, local control allows for local 
participation in the decision-making process that determines 
how these local tax dollars will be spent. Each school 
district can develop programs to meet perceived local needs/* 



Am. H.B. 920, effective June 1975» provides for a sexennial 
reappraisal and a triennial update of all real property in 
Ohio. 

Am. Sub. H.B. 828, effective March 10, 1978 provides for a 
reduction in assessment of tangibles from A2 cent of 
values in 1979 In a stepnlown basis tu 35 percent in 19&4, 
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Htrae of Propyl Legal dtaltosii Amdunt Appropriated for 1978-79t Pereent of State Fimch AUoeate<h 
Program DeseriptfM* 



Caleulatlofi of State and Loeal Shares of Program €o8tt Extent 
of School ZHstriet Partioipatim. 



TOTAL 

BASIC gffPORT PROGRAMS 
PaUNMTION PROGRAM FUND 



$1>-519,903>77S (100%) 



$ 852,833,471 (S6>11%) 



1. Kindergarten Average Daily Mmabership (AIM) 

2. AOK of grades 1-12« part time students, academic Full Time Equivalency (PTE) of vocational 
students and 2$% of pupils attending joint vocational schools* The MM count is the 
average daily laesbership of the first full week in October, 1978* 

The folloiring are not included on line 2: 
a* Approved vocational PTE 

b. 75% of Joint vocational schools ASM and contract AW 

c. All approved deaf, blind, emotionally disturbed, crippled, neurologically handicapped, 
and educable mntally retarded ADM 

3. Total basic MJ^ is H of line 1 plus line 2 unless the average of the ADM for the current 
year and the 2 ionediately preceding ydars is larger, then the average is used as the 
basic ADM.' ' 

4. Equalized taxable value. Item 4 is calculated as follows: i 

a* For counties that co!q»leted a sexepnial ^appraisal or update of real property values 
in the second or third preceding fax year the Comissioner of Tax Equalization deter- 
mines the percentage by which the property including public utility real property, 
would have been increased in each class hsd^ such reappraisal or update of values been 
cooq)leted in the preceding tax year. 

b. The preceding year's taxable value of each class of property, includ^^r public utility 
real property, in each county in which the school district has terriiwry is then 
increased by the appropriate percentage increase as determined under "a'* or '^b'** 

c. The equalized taxable value is the sun of the product as coiaputed in '*c" and the tax- 
able value of tangible personal property, subject to taxation by the district for the 
preceding tax year* 

d. In counties that cosq)lete a reappraisal or uqpdate of values in the current year the 
equalized taxable value is recomputed prior to December 31 by the Commissioner using 
^wo thirds of the increase for each class of real property as reflected in the 
abstract of real property taxable values filed for the current year* 

5. Equalized millage rate (not less than 20). Item 5 is calculated as follows: 

a. Multiply the preceding year's taxable value of real property, including public utility 
real property, by the effective current operating millage rate. The effective rate 
is the total levied rate reduced by the tax reduction factor applied to voted millage. 

b. Multiply the preceding year's taxable value of all tangible personal property 
including public utility personal property by the current operating ip^^^?ge before 
reduction. 

c. Divide the total taxes charged and payable as determined under "c'S by the equalized 
taxable value. The quotient obtained is the equalized mills. A district with more 
than 20 equalized mills up to and including 30 is eligible for an amount computed in 
Item^* 

6. Equalized valuation per pupil— Item 4 divided by Item 3. 

7. Local yield per pupil mill--Item 6 divided by 1,000« 

8. State Basic Aid 

a* If Item 7 exceeds $48.00, Items 8-1 and 8-2 will be zero. 



ERLC 
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State Share : The Formula provides $48.00 per pupil 
for the first 20 equalized mills and $42.00 per 
pupil for each equalized mill exceeding 20 i^ith a 
limitation of 10 mills. TTue per pupil amounts are a 
combination of state and local monies. The state's 
share is dependent upon the local yield per piqtil. 
(See Item 7) The greater the local yield per pupil 
the less the state contributes. 

J" 

A guarantee of no less than the basic state aid 
received in FY-1977 or FY-197S is provided for those 
school districts that have a very high local yield 
per pupil. 

Local Share : A minimum levy of 20 mills. 

Extent of Participation: 611 districts receive 
equalization aid. Of these, 160 districts receive 
aid under the hold harmless provision. 5 districts 
receive no basic aid. 
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STATE SUPPORTt 1878-79 



Name of Pragrami Legal CitaUont Amount Appropriated for 1978-79| Percent of State Funds Alloeatedi 
ProBram Desertptton, ^ 



(1) Ifailtiply $48 nlQue Ite^ 7 liy Itea 3 tlnee 20 

(2) Multiply $42 ttlnua Item 7 by Item 3 tines equalised mlllage over 20 (but not 
nore than 10) 

b. The sua of 8-1 and 8-2 equals the total ^aount of State Basic Aid. 

9. Basic State Aid (Hf 1979) 

10. FY 1979 Entitlement {Itea 8 ainus It<ia 9 % lOO.OOX plus Itea 9) . 

11. Basic Support (Larger of Itea 9 and Item 10). 

12. Adjustments (Section 3317.023): (larger of line 11 or Line 13B/LNB - Pet on LN 12A, BiC). 

a. Number of classroom teachers XIOO.OOX 

b. Training and experience of classroom teachers X100,00% 

c. Bducatiooal Service Personnel XIOO.OOX 

d. Councy Board of Education Deduction (See line 23 below) 

13. a. Line 11 plus line 12 adjustnents 

b. FY 77 Guarantee (Section 30 of AN Sub. S.B. 221) 

c. FY 78 Guarantee (Section W of Am. Sub. S.B. 493) 

d. Basic Support (largest of Line 13A, Line 13B, or Line 13C) XIOO.OOZ 
APPROVED VOCATIONAL miTS $10 2,596,760 (6.75%) , 

14. MiQiiuum State salary plus 15% plus $4,000 per approved vocational unit. (Includes Pro- 
prietary ADM of 255 X 1276.32) 

a. Itea 13 divided by Item 3 x 105X x PTE. 

b. Larger of Iteaa 14a or 14b. x 100%. 
SPECIAL EDUCATION 

Items 15 and 16 



($12,906,521) 



OHIO 



(^alotdatton of State and Loeal auurea <rf Program Cegti Extent 
of Seho^ Distriet Partielpatton. 



$142,&44>S72^ (9.39%) 



line 15 
line IS (a) 
line 1^ 



22,813,622 
213,208 
119,817,742 



15 Minioum State Salary allowances for approved child study, occupational or physical therapy, 
* speech and bearing. Special Education Supervisors, Special Education Coordinators, plus 
15% plus $870 X 94.544. 

a. Line t'^ dlvtied Mne 1 x l'^5% x S->^ctal Ed'JC^tt'^n AM enrolled in auch clasaes. 
Gifted units 19.53 x minimum state aalary plus 15% plus $870 x 97.995%« 
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STATB SUPPORT, 1978-79 



OHIO 
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Name of Programi Legal Citatkmi Amount AnMroprlated for 1978-*79| Pereent of Slate Funds Alloeated; 
Program DeserlptloAk 



Caleidation of state and Loeal Shares of Program Costf Extent 
of Setiool District Partieipatton* 



16. 



An allowance for approved doaf* blind, enotioiially disturbed^ crippled, neurologi"* 
cally handicapped, and educable aentally retarded units. Hiniimnii State aalary plua 
ISX plus $4,S40 per approved unit X 94«S221U 



4>, 



Approved Eittended Service X lOOX 



$ S>42S>676 (0,$5%) 



(Sc^e pinlnuB salary allowance for certificated personnel thi:t vork beyond regular school 
year)* Aaounts paid are limited to appropriations for each year« 

18. FOPIL TRANSPORXmO^I i 71,371,191 C4>69^ 
(Section 3317.024, Ohio Revised Code) 

A* Board Omed Vehicles: The greater of $3^.00 per pupil or per mile* 
^ B« Contractor Owned Vehicles: 

The greater of $43*00 per pupil or .39 per mile 
C* Public Utility: $e0«00 per pupil per year 

Eligible non*>public pupils are transported by public school districts tinder the same 
reinbursement formula. 

19, DISADVANTAGED POTIL IMPACT AID $ 40,140,639 (2.64^) . 

The percent In dollar amount for each eligible district is computed in accordance with the 
follovlAg schedule. 



A district's entitlement Is available as general aid and is not earmarked for programs for 
disadvantaged children. 



Percentage of Total Average Daily Membership 
(Previous Year ADM) 



Allotment of State Aid Per 
Pupil in Total Daily Membership 

Minus 1/2 of Kindergarten ADM 
CCurrent Year) 



Less than lOt, but more than 500 ADC children 

At least lOZ, but less than 14*5 

At least 14* 5Z* but less than 18* 5X 

At least 18* 5Z, but less than 22Z 

At least 22Z, but less than 26* 5X 

At least 26* 5X, but less than 31. 5Z 

At least 31*SZ, but less than 38* $X 

At least 38*5Z, or more 



$ 7.50 
7*50 
24*50 
53, 5C 
65*00 
71,50 
85*00 
98.00 
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OBIO 



Name <rf PNgramf Lflgal Cttationt Amount ApproiNrlated for 1979-79? Pere«tt of State Funds Allocated; 


Caleidiation of State and Loeal Shares of Prograni Ccsti Extent 
of Sehool District Participation. 


20. TOTAL CATEGORICAL PROGRAM FD!iDIlK (Sum of lines 14c, 15, 16c, 17, 18, and 19) 





21a Line 13c Line 20. 

22. Other Guarantees 

m. Reappraiaal — A district %nil receive no less inonies than it received in the year 
prior to reappraisal* This guarantee is for a one year period. 

h. Consolidation - A participating district receives no less aid than it received in the 
year of consolidation. This guarantee is for a period of three years. 

c. For FT 1979 — Bach district was guaranteed a lOX increase over the amount received 
In FY 1978* 

23. Total State Support! Larger of Item 21 ninus 12d or line 22. ($1^215,212.299) 

PDPIL TARiGETED INSTRUCTIONAL PROGRAMS 

Special Education See Basic Support Program 
Vocational Education - See Basic Support Program 

DRIVER EDUCATION (Sections 3301.17, 3317.024 Ohio Revised Code) $ 8.750.000 (0.57% 



$50 tines the nuinber of p*ipils completing an approved program. Total amount cannot exceed 
actual district coats. 

Drive Education - See also current aid programs, N.E.C. 

DISADVANTAGED PUPILS (section 3317.024, Ohio Revised Code) $ 32^670^652 (2.14%) 

Per pupil amount timAs the nuo^er of Aid to Dependent Children (ADC), recipients betveen 
5 and 17 years of age, inclusive, in eligible districts. Cannot exceed $200 per pupil. 

In order to qualify, a district must have at least 50 residents between 5 and 17 years of 
age, inclusive receiving Aid co Dependent Children or such residents equal to 5S of the 
district AM. 



ADH^T BASIC LITERACY (Section 3317.06, Ohio Revised Code) 



930.000 (0.06%) 



Per pupil asv>unt times the uusaber of eligible pupils enrolled in each district. Eligible 
pupils are those over 16 years of age with less than an 8th grade education or who have 
difficulty in use of the English language. Per pupil asiount is determined by dividing the 
number of eligible pupils into appropriated amount. 



State share ; Limited to $50 per pupil during fiscal 1975-76. 

Local share : Difference between State subsidy and actual 
cost. 

Extent of Participation ! 614 school districts. 



State share ! Cost of approved program. 

Local Share : Any additions beyond approved program. 

Extent of Participation ! 461 school districts. 



State share ; Limit.< * to the amount calculated and total ap- 
propriation. State portion meets matching fund requirement 
of 10 percent to receive Federal funds. 

Local share : Program costs beyood the per pupil amounts 
from State and Federal funds. 
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Nama of Programf t^fii CiUtioni Amount Approbated for 1978**79| Percent of State Ftmds AUoeated; 
Program Desertption* 



Caletdatton of State and Loeal Shares of Program Coati Bxtmt 
of Seho(d Dtstriet Partieipatimi. 



ADULT Biai SCHOOL (Section 3313. 53» Ohio Bevieed Code) 



$ S00>000 (0^03%) 



Used for reiaburaanent to echool districta 9 $3.00 per inatructional hour for adult 
high school continuation prograiaa. 

ADULT VOCATI(»iAL (Seetiona 3313.53 and 3313.64» Ohio Reviaed Code) $ 3.461.252 (0>23X) 



State Share : Limited to $5.00 per instructional hour* 
Local Share : Cost beyond atate subsidy and fees charged. 



State Share : Limited to appropriation* 



POST SECOHDARY VOCATIONAL (Sections 3313.52. 3313.S3(A) and (B), $ 2.721>230 (O.lSt) 
and 3313*531t Ohio Revised Code) 



Local Share : Aaount in excess of State and Federal sub- 
sidies. 



State Share : Limited to appropriation. 

Local Share : Cost beyond Stateand federal subsidies. 



CAREER DEVELOmSNT 



$ 2.400.000 (Oa6») 



The sBKmnt is used to develop career motivation orientation, and exploration curriculum 
materials and to provide in-service education for teachers in order that career devel'jp- 
ment will be an integral part of the total curriculum in kindergnrten through tenth grade 

Consumer Education See Current Aid Programs^ N*E.C. 

EUPIL SUPPORT SERVICES 

Transportation See Basic Support Program 

EDUCATIORAL TELEVISION (Legislative Appropriation > H.B. 475) $ 2.478.000 (Q.16X) 

State Board of Education enters into contracts with nonprofit corporations to provide 
services to boards of education. 



MEDIA CENTERS $ 270.000 (0.021) 

An annual subsidy of $25,000 is made to each of the media centers throughout the State. 



State Share : Limited to appropriation. 
Local Share : Cost beyond State subsidy. 



State Share : Limited toannual appropriations of the coat of 
such contracts. 

Local Share : Per pupil cost beyond State contracts. 



State Share : Limited to $25,000 for each media center. 



SCHOOL LUNCH (Sections 3313.81. 3317.06. Ohio Revised Code) 



$ 8.177.262 (0.54X) 



State funds distributed to districts are used to provide matching funcfs to obtain 
Federal funds. 



Teacher Education - Inservice See Current Aid Programs, N.E.C. 

Teacher Education - Preservice See Current Aid Programs. N.E.C«. 



Local Share : Cost of operating centers over State and Fed- 
eral subsidies. 



State Share : Entire cost of matching fund requirement. 



Local Share : Balance of cojt in excess of Federal and State 
distributions. 
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STATE SUPPORT, 197»-79 



OHIO 



ERIC 



Nanie <ir Programi Legal Cttatlon} Ainotmt Appropriated for 1978-79| Percent of State Funds Allocated} 
Program Descripttoiu 



DISTRICT CHARACTERISTICS 

Disadvantaged Pupils Ispact Aid See B%8lc Support Program 

PRORfiRTT TAX ROLLBACK $180.400.000 qi.SOIl 

PaToent to districts to offset a 10 percent reduction In local school property taxes 
and h<»ftatead axenptions* 



CORREST AID PROGRAMS. H*E*C> 

NON-PUBLIC AOXILIARl SERVICES (Sections 317.02» 331i7.C52. 
Ohio Revised Code) 



$ 44.400.000 (2.92Z) 



Per pupil amount calculated by dividing the annual appropriation by the number of Ohio 
resident pupils (grade^s 1-12) enr^^Iled in non-public schools- 



TEACHER TRAINING INSTITTrTES 



510.000 10*03%) 



Coatracts are negotiated with State University colleges of education to provide training 
in various curriculum areas. 



Calculation of State and Local Shares of Program Cost} Extent 
of Scho<d District Participation. 



SPECIAL PURPOSES 

Assessment Advisory Committee 
Driver Education Administration 
Consumer Education 
Drug Education 

Teacher Education - Inservice 
Other 

Department Administration 
QfERGENCY LOAN FUND S.B. 493 (1978) 



$ 5.122.080 (0>34t) 



$ 50.000 
175.000 
100,000 
1(10,000 
.00,000 
797.080 
3,800.000 



$ 40.000.000 



The loan fund i^ to be used by school districts which have exhausted all local revenues 
and face closing* 



CAPITAL SUPPORT PROGRAM 

BUS PURCHASE SUBSIDY (sections 3317.024 - 3327 • 01. Ohio Revised 



$ 11.901.000 (0>78g) 



A percentage allowance ia established for each district eligible to receive Foundation 
Funds. The amount of subsidy is limited to a percentage of the State ceiling price for 
various capacity buses* Ceiling price for each year is based on the average cost of the 
previous year* 



4i 



State Share : Entire cost of program* 

Local Share ? Districtr. are prohibited from spending local 
funds* 

Extrot of part icipat ion t 7eo non-^public schools. 



State Share ; Limited to contracted amounts and appropria- 
tion. 

Local Share; None* 



State Share ; 

A* Based upon financial need as measured I, the tax valua- 
tion per pupil in Aim. varies from 28% to SOX. 

B. Districts receiving buses to provide transportation for 
non-public pupils are reimbursed lOOZ of the State ceil- 
ing price. 



Local Share : Balance of cost* 

Extent of participation ; 611 districts* 
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PUBLIC SCIKK7L FINANCE PROGRAM, 1978*79 



Marl Venard, Administrator, State Aid Section , served as 
the State auUioirtty for preparation and revleif of this 
program report « 



Selected School Finance Facts 



STATE SUPFOTT 

1« The State provided an estimated 57 percent of the State^local 
revenues for elementary and secondary public schools* 

2. State public school aid Is derived from annual appropriations 
and dedicated revemies. For the fiscal year 1977-78, legia* 
latlve appropriations amounted to $324 million. Dedicated 
revenues yielded the following anmnts: auto licoisea $65 
million; gross production tax $15 million; school land 
earnings $8 ndlllon; miscellaneous sources (wtor 
vehicle stamp, boat and motor license, mobile noane license, 
RSA trx and commercial vehicle licenses) $8 million « 

3* The basic aid pro9*am guarantee amounts to 12 percent 
of the estimated stateiflde expenditures per pupil « 

4^ Aid for Library and Media Services is the only new 
program funded since FT 1976* 

5* ihe State Board of Equalization now requires that each 
county asaeBB its property between 9 percent and 15 
percent of market value* C08q;)liiQce must be assured 
wifliin a three year period* 



LOCAL SUPPORT 

1« There are 456 independent and 167 dependent school 
districts* 

2, Property taxes are tl^ sole source of locally raised 
revenues^ Counties are required to provide 75 
percent of a 4 mill levy to their 8Ch>ol districts. 

In additicm, counties vmst apportion to school districts 
a part of their receipts fron State dedicated 
revenues. 

3. In 1977*78, local school districts raised $298 million 
and Included the required 4 mill county levy ($21 million) 
and county apportionments ($4 million)* Also included 
were $69 million raised for capital outlays and debt 
service* The required local contribution to the 
foundation program amounted to some $79 fflilllon in that 
year* 

4* The State requires a minimum levy of 15 mills for 
participation in the basic support program. An 
additional 5 mills may be levied by school boards 
without voter approval* Annual voter approval is 
required for leides over 20 mills up to 35 mills, which 
is the maximum rate limit* 

5« A district's debt limit is equal to 10 percent of lt<; 
assessed valuation. 
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8TATB SUPPORT, 1978-7S 



Name of Pro«rami Logsl CiUtiom Amount Appropriated for 19?8-79| Pere«»t of State Funds AUoeatedi 
Proipani Deseriptimi* 



BASIC SPyPORT raOGBAlB 

mtmOKiim PBOGRAM aid ^ 77>06l|558 <^Q-Q»»> 

(Title 70» Art. I8p Soc. I09t 
O.So 1971t As AModed Vy 
B.Bo 1001» S0e« 22» 1977) 

ElmentAry and Secondary Bach district ia guaranteed a minisaia base 

support lev«l of $3(M> per elementary Al^\ 
for the preceding year and $J60 per second* 
ary ADA for the preceding year. Tae Founda- 
tion Aid ia determined by 8ubtra::ting the 
amount of the required tocal contribution 
from the cost of the minimum program portion 
and adding to this amount the cost of the 
flat grant portion. 



Flat Grant Portion: 

a) Special Education ($14 » 792, 354) 

b) Vocational Agriculture .... 1,797,600) 

c) Other Vocational Education . . 2,040,180) 

d) Fupil Transportation • . . . . ($15,260,229) 



OKLABOMA 



CaleUlatton of State and Loeal Shar^ of Program Cost; Extent 
of Seho<A District Participation. 



State share > Calculated amount minui: iocal share. 

Local share : 15 mills times district's net assessed 
valuation; 75 percent of county 4-mill levy; juto 
license and farm truck tax collection; gross produc* 
tion tax collection; rural electric cooperative tax 
collection; school land collection. 

Extent of participation : 623 districts. 



State share s $6,000 for the continuation of each 
special education program. 

Local share : All costs in excess of State contribu- 
tion. 

Extent of i^rticipation : 359 districts. 

State share : $4,200 reimbursement for each approved 
vocational agriculture teacher* 

Local share : All costs in excess of State contribution 
Extent of participation : 428 districts. 

State share : $2,500 reimbursement for each approved 
vocational education teacher. 

Local share : All costs in excess of State contribution 
Extent of participation : 623 districts* 

State share : Transportation entitlements are based on 
a scale of transported pupils per square mile. Allow- 
ances range from a high of $167 per capita to a low of 
$33 per capita. 

Local share : All costs in excess of State contribution 
Extent of participation : 623 districts. 
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STATE SUPPORT, 1978-79 



OKLAHOMA 



ERIC 



Name of ftogramf Ugil Citattoni AnuNint Appro^ted for 197B-79| Peromt of State Funds Alloeatedi 
Progrem Do^sriptlon* 


Caletdatlon of State end Loeal Shares of Program Costt Extent 
of Sehooi Dlstriet Partletpation. 


TUPm^PTtnp ATR 
JLIIMUIAJlTIk AXV 

(Title 70, Art. IS, Sec. 113. 
O.S. 1971, As Aneoded by 
S.B. ASA, See. 7, 1978) 




$107,187,677 (29.04Z) 






To equalise pa^pnenta based upon the district *a 
local tas base 9nA villiogaeaa to provide naxi^ 


Fund mills levied in excesa of IS mills. 

Local share: The viald of General Fund mills levied 




Incentive Aid for 1978<-?9 is baaed on the fol- 
loving calcttlationsz 


in excess of 13 mills* 

extent of narticipationi 623 districts. 




!• 


District valuation per AIIA is divided by 
the statewide valuation per ADA ($9»646 
in 197a»79) to give district wealth ratio. 






2. 


District wealth ratio x .350 gives the 
local support ratio. 






3. 


l.OOO^loeal support ratio gives the St«te 
support ratio. (Bonever, the minimum 
State support ratio is .413 and the maxi- 
mum ratio is .833) 


• 




A. 


State average yield per mill ($9,646) 
divided by .330 equals the guaranteed 
support level ($17.54 per mill) 






5« 


$17.34 times State support ratio for each 
district equals the State support per 
mill for the district. 






6» 


State support per mill times the mills 
levied above 15 equals the Statf matching 
grant. 






7. 


Matching grant times the district A.D.A. * 
locentive Aid. 




GUARA2»TEED MINIMOM REVENUE 
(B.B» 1001 » Sec. Up 1977 • 
Purauant to Title 70» Art. 18» 
$6Ce 101 and 118) 


$ 4*360.000 (1.18Z) 

Guarantees a General Fund per capita anount of 
$800 minimum revenue from all sources. 


State share: Guarantee minus required local levy. 
Local shares Revenue from required maximum lew. 








Extent of participation: 67 districts 
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STATE St^PPORT, l97»-79 



(KLABOM& 



Name of Prosrami Lsgal Citation) Amount Appropriated for 1978-791 Peroem of State Funds Alloeatedi 
Pragram Oesnription. 



ALLOCATION GSIARAHTBB 

(Title 70, Art. 18, See. 112, 

O.S. 1971) 



BoM^heralees 



mCm^R SALARY INCRSA8B FOR FY 1979 



Hmxm ZS SALARY XHCRBASS 
(BeB. lOOlt Sec. 15* 1977) 



ADJUStEP TEACHERS SALARY INCREASE 
FOR FY 1978 



smxsL smfOKt fsrswkel for fy 1979 



MZIKTERM ADJUSTHERT8 
(S.B. 482, SMe 4t 1978) 
(locrftMedl Attendance) 



8 250aOOQ (Oo07») 



Guarantees that any school district quali- 
fying for less State aid under the nev 
formula than it did in 1970-71 vill re- 
ceive the difference hetween the two frm 
these funds > 



S^ 9a0t5a280 (7.861) 

These funds mre appropriated to provide 
for t »e salary increase for FY-79 of $900, 



8126^761,576 (84e3»X) 



j 1,181 >Q00 



S 4,400,000 



(0e32») 



(lem) 



Provides for a salary increase and/or 
fringe henefit for each fulltine support 
personnel esiployeee 



^ 2e500,000 



("e68r) 



An adjustnent providing additional State 
aid for schools td.th an Increase in aver- 
age daily attendance. For districts vhich 
have had an increase in ADA over the pre- 
ceding year of 26 ADA; or 2X of the first 
10,000 ASUi plus k ot 1% of the next 20,000 
ADA plus k of IZ all over 30,000 vhicb- 
ever is greater. 



Caleulaticn of State and Loeal Shares of Program Costi Bsctent 
of School Distriet Partlofpatioiu 



State share > 100 percent of calculated amount. 
Local share ; None. 

Extent ^ of part icipat ion t 17 districts 



State s&are g 100 percent for nunber of teachers quali- 
fyinge 

Local share: Hone. 



State share s $171.02 times AIiA. ^ 

Local share: Costs above State allocation. 



State share I lOOZ 
Local share : Rone 

Extent of participation : 623 district!* 



State share : 100 percent of approved ainount of supple- 
neotal appropr iat ion . 

Local ahare : None. 

Extent of participation : 93 districts 
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Wiae o f Programt Legal Citettoni Amount Apnrapriated for I978-79t Percent of SUte Pinub Allocated^ 
ftegnre DeseriptkMk 



Caletdation (#J^te and Loeal Shares of Program Costt Brtent 
of Sehool DiMmt Participation. 



ERIC 



CODIKT? SUFERINIKNDHNT SALARIES 



ggPIL tAWaiBP IHSTBPCTTOML PROGRAMS 

. Special Bducation 

NEW SPECIAL EOTC mOS C LASSES AND 

GIFTED AMD TALENTED 
(NoB. 1001, Sec. 14, 1977, 
PurAuant to Title 70» Art. 18 » 
Sec. 112* OaSe 1971) 



RBGIORAL SmJCATION SBRVTCT CENTERS 
(HeB. 1001» Sec. 20» 1977) 



BOMBBC^IND EDUCATION 

(H.B. lOOlt Sec. lit 1977) 



Vocatiooel B^ucafion 



45g 



$ 209^285 (Q.Q6I) 



See Baaic Support PrograiHS 

42,26 .000 (0.61») 



The fund is limited to nev classes for the 
State for the 1978-79 school year. 



$3»S90bO00 (0.97X) 

Funds shall be used to establish » operate » 
and maintain psychological educational 
evaluation and prescriptive teaching units « 
Centers are designed for gifted and 
talented children and for special educa- 
tion pupils. 



$ 800.000 



(0.22X) 



See Basic Support Progra 



State share s 100 percent of calculated amount* 

Local share s All <^osts in excess of State 
contrihution. 

Extent of participatioa t 60 districts 



State share s For every new special education class the 
district provides in 1978-79 in excess of the nunbec of 
such elasses in r?77-78» the district is entitled to 
$6»000 por clas. Including gifted and talented. 

Local share : Difference betme«: State grant and actual 
cost. 



State share : 100 perc%^nt approved asnount. 

Local share : All costs in ex'^^ai of State 
contr ibut ion . 

Extent of participation: 20 centers 



State share : Provide a payment to the teacher at $6 
per hour for 3 visits per week^ 1 hour each visit plus 
6 cents per mile. PrDrated at 96Z« 

Local share: Excess cost* 
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Nttlitt of Progpami Legal Cltatlont Amount Appropi-lated for W78-79; Pereent of State Fun* AUoeatedi 
Prograra Desoriptian. 

PDPIL SPPPORT SERVICES 

Tr«iuiport.ti<»i See Basic Support Program 

EliMEHXm COOHSELIHG ^ 1,720,000 iMZil 
<H.B. 1001, Sec. 19, 1977) 

-..^.^ S 6.000.000 (1.63%) 

TEXTBOOK FUND S . S . tr^'^t^^ - ■ 

(H.B. 1001, Sec. 1j, 1977, 

Pursuant to Title 70, Art. 18. 

Sec. 112, O.S. 1971) 

Purchase of Textbooks Districts nmst use books from Stare adopted 

lists. 

LIBRARY MEDIA IMFROVEMfflT ? ^00,000 jO^ 

Awards are l>a8ed on project applicationa 

SCHOOL LUNCH FROCRAMS ^ I>524,254 iMlJi 

Allocated for the administration of the 
school lunch ptograa and compliance vith 
the National School Lunch Act, Public 
Law 396, of the 79th Congress of the 
United States, and the Child Nutrition 
Act of 1966 and Public Law 91-248. 
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Caleulation of State and Local Shares of Program Costi Extent 
of School District Partici^tion. 



State share s Qualifying school districts shall be al- 
iKated ^5,000 for establishing elenientary counseling 
programs • 

Local share ? All costs in excess of State contribution^ 
Eifctent of participation ? 334 districts 



State share ? Funds are allocated to school districts 
^or gradies 1-12 on the basis of $7.90 per pupil 
enrolled . 

Local share ? Excess cost. 

Extent of par'icitfation ? 623 districts 



State share ? Distributed to match Federal funds. 
Local share ? None* 

Extent of participation ? 623 districts. 
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HMaggf ftqgritmi Lagal CiUtfoni Ammint Appropriatad tot 1978-79; Peremt of State Funds Alloeatedf 
Program DiMription* 


Caleidatlon of State and Loeal Sliares of Program Costi Bxtent 
of Sehod District PartielpatiofK 


XRAHSFOmXICBI RBVOLVIIIG FOND $ 91*424 
(Title 70» Ch. 31» See. 19-9» 

LaM of 1949) this fund is uaed by the State Board of 

Education purchase huses for districts 
idiieh are not in a position to huy them. 
School systems must he in urgent need of 
school buses to transport children and imist 
submit evidence that they are not in f inan-^ 
cial position and do not have the hondina 
capacity to purchase buses. 


State share t Pay cost of huses s and are reimbursed bv 
school district* 

Local share! Repays State loan over a period of 5 
yeara. 
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OREGON 

PUBLIC SCIKX>L FINANCE PROGRAM, 1978-79 



Jan Claowr, Coordinator, Statistical Serv^ut., served as the 
State authority for preparation and reviev o*^ this program 
report. 



Selectevi School Finance Facts 



STATE SUPPORT 



1. The State provided approximately 30 percent of the State-local 
revenue for elementary and secwidary public schools. 

2. Appropriati<ma for the 1977-79 biennium provided all of the 
State school aid funds, except for income from the Perroanmt 
Endowment Fund. 

3. The State guarantee under the equalization aid program varies 
aspng districts according to actual operating expenses to 

a maximum of $1,671 per A.D.M. 



2. 



3. 



4. 



5. 



LOCAL SUPPORT 



1. There are 330 fiscally independent school districts in the SUte, 



District revenues are derived solely from property taxes. In 
addition, counties must levy for school purposes, the lesser 
of: I) the miniimim amount required in 1965-66, or 2) $10 per 
capite for children between the ages of 4 and 20. Counties roust 
also apportion to school districts a portion of their Fedsral 
forest reserve receipts and some of the proceeds from fines 
and forfeitures. 

Local contributions to the basic equalization program amounted 
to $45.5 million. An estimated $517.5 million were raised in 
addition » 

Voters are required to vote annually on district levies. There 
is no maximum tax rate or levy limit. 

The district debt limit is limited to a portion of true cash 
value of taxable property in the district and equal to .55 of 
one percent for each of ©rades K-8 and .75 percent for each of 
grades 9*12 ♦ 
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Name of Prosranif Legal Cftattoo) Amount Ap^^at^ tw^ 1978-79; Percent of State Pumb AUoeatedi 
Program Description. 



CalGidation of State and Loeal Siares of Program Coati Extent 
of Seho<d Distriet'Partieipation. 



TOTAL 

BASIC SOTFTOf PEOGRAMS 

BASIC SCBOOL SVPFOBT FUND 

Baaic Oraot Portion (0R8 327.CK)6-327.200) 



$373,035.454 (lOOt) 



$2l$.496>580 (58.041) 



Bach diatrict receivea an an>mt equal to 30Z of its Approved program* The range in 
approved diatrict programs to vhich the 30 percent guarantee applies is from $979 to 
$1»671. 



BASIC SCBOOL SUPPORT FimD 

Bqualisstion Portion (ORS 327^006-327.200) 



$100,737.146 (27.01X) . 



The approved program is a district's actual net operating eiependitures up to a 
ma a im um equal to the estimated statewide average net operating expenditures per 
pupil in the year prior to the year of distribution ($lp671.03 per resident ABM for 
1978-79). A slightly higher program level is approved for elementary or high schools 
with an ABM of leas than 100. 




ommn school fund 

(ORS 327.405 to 327.480) 



^SyOOOfOOO (h^H) 



The CooBon School Fund, comprised of the interest arising from the Cofoaon School Fund 
and the revenue from designated school lands ^ is distributed by the State Land Board 
to the respective County Treasurers on the basis of the number of resident children 
in the county between the ages of 4 and 20* Each district receives the same proportion 
of the total available as the resident A0H of the district bears to the total resident 
AM of the county. 



State Share 8 lOOX of calculated awunt 



Local Share < Ko required local share < 



Extent of Fart icipat ion t 330 districts » 455,182 ADM 



State Shares Calculated amount "mittus local share 



U»cal Share t X^cal district contributions include 
(a) the sum the district's receipta from Federal Forest 
Fees and the Common School Fund; and (b) the product of 
the district equalisation rate multiplied by the 
district's adjuated cash value. The equalisation rate 
varies between districts in direct proportion as their 
approved program varies. The Department coi^tes the 
highest uniform rate per $100 of approved program that 
will distritote the equalisation dollars available. 
The uniform rate will be used in computing each 
district's equalisation rate by the following foraulai 



District approved . 
Program per A^H 7 



100 X 



Uniform 
Rate 



District 

Equalisation 

Rate 



The higher a district's approved expenditure^ up to 
$1^671^ the higher its equalisation rate. For districts 
spending over that amount « with the exception of those 
approved as small schools « the equal i«.:!t ion rate is 
limited to the rate needed to provide $1^671. 

T^e full true cash value of taxable property of each 
district is adjuated to reflect the type of 
organisation. 



Type of District 

Unified Grades 1-12 

Elementary Grades 1«^ 

Elementary Grades 1-8 

Union High Grades 7-12 

Union High Grades 9-12 



X True Cash Value Used 

lOOX 
SOX 

66 2/3X 
50X 

33 1/3X 



Extent of Farticioation t 207 districts » 391«789 ADM 



State Share > Available amount. 



Local Share: None • 



Extent of Farticipation i 330 districts. 
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Nam* of r ^vgramt I<««al Cf tetiom Amotmt Appropriated for I97S-79t Poreent of State Pun* AUocatedi 
Program ifosoriptlon. 



PPPn. lAIGETSO I8STS0CTI0SAI. raOGRAM 

BASDICAPPBD CBILSSEN FDSD 
(0R8 343.221 to 343.307) 



^a.41Q.56» (2.26X) 



This find is uaed to MiAvrae diatrieta for the 30 pereeat of approved coats o£ 
•duesting haadie^ppad children in preaehool aad/or grades 1-12. 



ABDICAPPED OmJUKW FUND 
Segionsl & Hospital Prograos 



813,129.812 (3a52«) 



This fund for lOOJ of the coat of State aupported ragioiial and boapital pMgra«a« 
The operating achool diatricta are reinburaed on a contractual relationahip* 



SPBCIiO. SCB00L8 
(343.960) 



$3,000,000 (0 8U) 



The achoola are admlniateied hy the diatricta in ifhich Cbey are located. The achoola 
are prtdminantlf for handicapped children, though neglected aiut delinquent children, 
and umred pregnant pupile receive inatructional aervicea at aome of theae facilitiea* 



STTOENT DRIVER TRAIHIW FUHD 
(cms 343.710 to 343.740) 

Claaaroon inatruction and dual«<ontrolled automobile 



DISAO^AKTAi^ CHILDB£N 
(ms 363.650) 



S1.122.160 (0.30X) 



$1.000.000 (0«27X) 



Diaadvantaged child paynenta to diatricta with at leaat 50.000 /DM for program for 
children uho in their hachgrounda are aocially or culturally deprlired to aui^h a 
degree that without aupplenental facilities anu aervice they cannot profit in the 
regular achool program to the aane extent as children with normal hackgrounda. 



FOPH SUPPORT SSRVXCSS 

BASIC SCBOOL SUPPORT PUKD 
Tranaportation Portion (ORS 327*035) 



$19#781.863 (5.30X) 



Caletdetion of SUte and Loetf Sharea of Program Costi Extent 
of Setwd DIstriet PartIelpntlon« 



State Share t Thirty percent of the approved coat of 
providing apeclal dducation or an equal prorated ahare 
of funda available. 



Local Share s 70X of the approved coata or more if 
State funila are prorated. 



Extant of Participation : Approsimately 160 achool 
diatricta. 



State Share t All coata. 
Pietrict Share t None. 



Ex tant of Participation ! Six ageociea are operating 
tEe programt on contractual baaia. 

State Share t 100 percent of the coat of operating 18 
apeclal achoola. 

Local Share s None 

Extent of Partidpationt 11 achool diatricta. 



Ra^h diatriet receivea that proportionate ahare of the amount available for diatribution 
aa ita approve^ coat for trenaportation (or ioard and room in lieu of tranaportation) 
beara to aucb^4pproved coat in mil diatricta , in the year prior to the year of 
apportionmrar. Ihe total allocation ie determined et 60 percent of the approved coat 
of tranaportetion. and board end room in lieu of tranaportation of all diatricta in 
the aecond year preceding the year of apportionment. 



State Share t 90 percent of program coata up to $50 
per pupil on completion are reii^raed. 



Local giarei 10 percent of coat of conducting program 
or oountTeove $50 per pupil coiq>leting the courae. 



Extent of Participationi 160 acb;.ol diaft^nicta. 



State Share s 100 percent or an amount equal to the 
total coat of the approved prograiQ or aervice provided • 



Local Shares None. 



Extent of Perticlpatloni 1 achool district 



State Shares Amount made available 



Local Shares All coata not ruimburaed by the State « 



Extent of Participations Host diatricta a 
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Name of Program^ Legal Citation; Amount Appropriated for 1978-79; Percent of State Funds Allocated? 
Program Description. 


Calculation of State and Local Shares of Program Cost; Extent 
of School District Participation. 




, 


STATC TAX EXEMPT PROPERTY (STEP) -CO- 
COES 327.660) 

D^^tricts are reimbursed for educating pupils living on State tax-exempt property* 
The aajount reimbursed is equ^I to the difference between the net operating 
expenditures per pupil plus ..easonable cost of transportation, and the average 
receipts of the district per pupil from county, state and Federal sources. 


State Share: Each district receives the local 
contribution portion of curront costs per ADM» In the 
event sufficient funds are not available to reimburse 
the full amount, the district receives its prorated 
share • 

local Share: No local share is needed il State lund 




is adequate* 


BASIC SCHOOL SUPPORT FUND — 

uiwi.li ana ueviine rortxon vutib jz/«Uh^j 




Growth Portion $3,819,153 (K02X) 


State Share: 100% of ont i t lerot»nr . 


(nonreotricted use) . - 




District must actually demonstrate an increase in resident ADM between December 31 
of the apportionment year and the district's resident ADM at the close of the 
previous school year. The district's entitlement is computed by dividing the 
district's basic grant by its resident ADM and multiplying by the amount of growth 
experienced as defined by law. 


Local Share: None, 


Extent of Participation: Approximately half 01 the 


school districts. 


Decline Portion $538,169 (0.15%) 


State Share: lOOit of entUlcmrnt, 


(nonrestricted use) ' 





\ Local Share ; None. 

District must actually demonstrate a decline in resident ADM between December 31 of 

the apportionment year and the district's resident ADM at the close o{ the previous j Extent of Participation ; Approximately half of the 
year. The district s entitlement is computed the same as growth except it only I school districts, 

receives credit for ^^7^ of its derline as defined by law. j 
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PENNSYLVANIA 
PUBLIC SCHOOL FINANCE PROGRAM, 1978-79 



Harris W. Reynolds, Basic Education Associate, served as the State authority for preparation 
and review of this program report. 



Selected School Finance Facta 



STATE SUPPORT 



1. Approximately 42 percent of the revenue of public 
elementary and secondary schools is provided by the ' 
State. 

2. State aid is provided annually by appropriations. 

3. About SO percent of the State money distributed to 
public schools is allocated on the basis of the aid 
ratio. The aid ratio oepends oc the equalized 
valuation of local real property and personal income 
per tealdent weighted pupil in relation to the State 
average* 

4. The State does not guarantee a uniform dollar 
amount per pupil* The State operates under a 
percentage equalizing tormula v <h the maximum 
dollar guarantee reserved for a ;tricts with 
equalized millages 30 percent or wpio above the 
median. The Staters share of the total reimbursabla 
cost is based on the lesser of (1) the "actual expense*' 
per weighted pupil or (2) a variable maximum. A 
district's maximum reimbursable amount is a function 
of the median instructional expenditure per WADM 

for the State and the district's .fqualissed millage. 
It is estimated to vary from $920 to $1,120* payable 
1978-79. In no^ case does a district receive for 
each WADM an amount less than ten percent of the 
actual cost or ten percent of the maximum for a 
district with that tax effort, whichever is the 
lesser amount. 



LOCAL SUPPORT 

1, The State has 505 fiscally independent school districts. 

2, The real estate tax Is the principle source of local 
revenue* providing 78 percent of such revenue for 
1978-79. Other local tax sources and their share of 
local revenue were: income taxes (14t); special and 
delinquent taxes (6%); realty transfer taxes (12); and 
per capita taxes (12). 

3, The tax levies of the f irst'-class and first-class A 
districts are regulated by a nua^r of special acts. 
The real estate tax for second-* third-, and forth- 
class districts is limited to 25 mills. Additional 
levy amounts are authorized to pay rentals due school 
building authorities, teacher salaries* liquidation of 
specified bond issues and approval of emergency projects. 
The class of a district is determined by the total 
population of the district as follow: 



Class 

First Class 
First Class A 
Second Class 
Third Class 
Fourth Class 



Population 

1,500,000 or more 
500,000 - 1,499*999 
30*000 - 499*999 
5*000 - 29*999 
4,999 or less 



The district debt limit for a first class school district 
is limited to 200 percent of the borrowing base. For 
all other local governmental units Including school 
districts* the debt limit is 35 percent of the borrowing 
base* The .e limits apply to new lease rental debt or 
nonelectoral debt. There is no limitations on debt 
Issued by local government units and approved by majority 
vote. 
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STATE SUPPORT, 1978-79 



Name of Prdgramt Legal Citattori; Amount Api^opHated for 1978-79| Percfsnt of Slate Fumfa Alloeated; 
Program D^^iplloiu 



IDEAL 

BASIC SUPHKT PROC»AM 



INSTRUCnON SUBSIDIES 
(Public School Code of 1949, 
Sees, 2501, 2502, 2502.3 and 2592), 
Act 59 



$1.848>529,000'(1QO%) 
$1.354.260.000 (73.26% ) 



Half-nJay kitrier:garten 

FUll-^y kindergarten 
& elecmtary 

Secondary 



Half-day kitidergarten 

Full-day kindergarten 
& eletnentary 

Secondary 



Aid Ratio WAEMS 

.5 weighted pupils per child in 1976-77 aid ratio AEM 
1.0 weigjited pupils per child in 1976-77 aid ratio AE^I 



1.36 wei^ted pupils per child in 1976-77 aid ratio ADM 
Sudai(^ WAEMS 

.5 weighted pupils per child in 1977-78 subsidy ADM 
1.0 wei^ted pupils per child in 1977-78 subsidy AEM 



1.36 t^eighted pupils per child in 1977-78 subsidy AEM 



Subsidy AE^B & WBtS have a penalty for schools in session less than the state mandated. 
Aid ratio ADMS & ^*VDMS have no penalty. Subsidy WMMS are used as basis for calculating 
district «ititleinents when a district operates for less than 180 da>5- 
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Calculation of State and Local amres of Program Cost; Extent 
of Seho<d Distfict Participation. 



State Share: Instructional Subsidies : 
Ihe base subsidy is the product of an aid ratio, 
tin^s the 1977-78 subsid WStB. The aid ratio is 
60 percent of a 1975 market value aid ratio plus 
40 percent of a 1976 personal incone aid ratio. 
The market value and income aid ratios are each 
determined by dividing the respective measure 
of wealth per 1976^77 aid ratio UAEM for the 
district by th same for the state, itwltiplyi^g 
by 0.5 and sulstracting from 1.0000. Ihe 
minimun aid ratio is 0.10000. 

The maximum of the variable base is the median 
instructional expenditure per 1977-78 subsidy 
MUEti to the nearest tm dollars and is applicable 
to those districts having an equalized millage during 
1977-78 thirty per cent or more above the med^. 
The other limits of the variable base are in four 
steps of $50, $100, $150 and $200 less than the 
median and applicable to districts of equalized 
tax effort of plus 15% to plus 30%, minus 15% to 
plus 157, minus 3(K to minus 15%, and 30% or more 
less than the median respectively. 

A bootstrap provision sets the minimum reimbursable 
actual instructioial expense per UADM at $200 less 
than the median for those districts whose equalized 
millage is within 15% of the median. 

Each district is guaranteed that the amount payable 
per 1977*78 subsidy shall not be less than 
the payments in 1971-72 for the base and axty 
guarantee payment or bootstrap payment divided by 
the 1970-71 WADM. 

Extent of participation 
Fc^dation Program— All districts 505. 

Density and 8parsity~166 districts. 

Poverty — 505 districts. 

Additional poverty— 209 districts. 
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STATE SUPPORT, 1978-79 



Name of Programi begal Citation; Amount Appropriated for 1978*^79; Percent of State Funds Altocatedt 
Program Deseription. 



Populaticn density and sparslty 

Additional allowance per 1977-78 subsidy WADM in exc&as of $400 for districts which have 
population exceeding lO,000 persais per square mile or less than 50 per sqtjare 
mile, (i^num reiinburaable "expenditure Ixmit is ^230 except districts with 1977--78 
subsidy mlMS in excess of X^OOO* Modified density is payable to those districts 
assigned a density payntent for any year prior to 19^^70 ^ and for axsy school year 
thereafter ^ i4iich no Ic^^ger qualify by reason of pofHilaticm per square mile, because of 
population chan^ge or raerger with another school district. >Iodified sparsity is payable 
to thrae districts with a population 50 to 100 per square mile. 



Low Income Families ~ Poverty Factor Children ages 5 to 17 

Additional allowance per pupil (3-17) to district of residence of families tiaving 
annual incone less than $2^000 and families having annual incune in excess of 
this ^tmount but which receive state payments on account of children under Title IV 
of the Social Security Act. 
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* Cal<**>^ntion of State and Local Shares of Program Cost; Extent 
of School District Participation. 



State Share lAensity and Sparsity 
Actual expenuiture {1977-75) per 1977-78 subsidy 
IWDTI in excess of $400 multiplied by 1977-78 
subsid> VBUXK and aid ratio or ^375 whichever is 
greater, {linimum guarantee of $30 per WdM. Density 
districts with 1977-78 subsidy in excess of 

50, (XX) receive 23 per cent of the actual cost of 
ins true tim per 1977-78 K^ttS multiplied by the 
1977-78 subsidy WAEMS. A modified density payment 
shall be in ratio of its population per square 
mile to 10^000 of the amount to which it would , 
have been entitled had its population per square 
mile exceeded 10,000. A modified sparsity 
payment shall be in tiie ratio of its populaticKi 
per square mile to !iO substracted from 2.00 and 
iiultipliod by the amount to winch it would have been 
entitled had its population per square mile bee less 
than 50. 

State Share - Poverty t^^gctor — Nsimber of poverty 
children multiplied oy $165 for first class districts 
and by $200 for all otlier districts. /»n additional 
payment for those districts who?;e poverty ^pils 
are 15 per cent or more of their 1975-76 aid ratio 
ADM sliall be made according to the following table. 



15 - 


19.9 per cent 


$ 30 


20 - 


24.9 per cent 


60 


25 - 


29.9 per cent 


85 


30 - 


34.9 per cent 


135 


35 - 


over 


150 



Limitation of Certain Payments— No distiict sliall 
receive tor the base ^ubsidy, plus density or 
sparsity^ plus poverty^ an amount in excess of 
100% of Its total approved reunbursable instructional 
expenditures for 1976^77 • 

Because of the $150,000,000 limit placed on increased 
costs r<'sulting fran 1978-79 subsidy formula changes^ 
it is fjstimoted tliat during 1978-^79 the districts 
will receive .4115 o£ the increase. 
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Nftme af Program; Legal Citation; Amount Ap{>ropriated for 1978-79; Perisent of State Funds Allocated; 
Program Desertption. 



CaleUlation of State and Local Shares of Program Cost; Extent 
of School District Participation. 



immmiATE units 

(Public School Code, 1949, Article IX, 
Sees. 901-A through 921-A) 



$8.518,000 (0.46%) 



Established 29 intermediate units in lieu of the offices of the 
county superintendents to provide nine specified services scoie 
of v^ich were fotnierly provided by the county offices and any 
additional services the member districts request and are willing 
to provide for the cost locally. Each district is assigned 
to an Intexinediate Unit. 



1 9 



PUPIL mtCBm> INSTOUCnffltAL PROGRAMS 

SUPPORT OF PUBUC SCHD0I5— SPECIAL EDUCATICS^ 
PROC *HS (Public School Code of 1949, Sees. 1371, 
1372, i373.1. 509, and 509.1) 



$137>379,000 (7.43%) 



Amount expended per ADM in excess of the regular per AlX^i 
e3q)&iditure. 

District operated special classes. 



State ShfTB 



Aaministrati<x\ The total payment for this subsidy 
s'naii he the product of Miq 1976-77 statewide mgdian 
actual instruction cacpense per MAStl and 0.0045 and the 
1976-77 state aid ratio ADMS^ Each lU shall receive 
the ffaoont it received fro 1976-77 plus an additional 
amount. . Ihe additional amount shall be the ravio 
of its 1976-77 aid ratio A»B to the state total 
AEM5 times the portion of the 1978-79 total payment 
which exceed the 1976-77 total payment. 

topiy'^J Subsidy - The total payment for this subsidy 
shall he the product of the 1976-77 statewide 
median actual instruction ocpense per fAEM and 
0.0003 and the 1976-77 state aid ratio A»B. Each 
IV payment sliall be caiqxited by applying the ie aid 
ratio (the A^R. computed initially shall apply 
as a minimum for the duratiOTi of the lease) - to 
each apprcTved lease payment. No lU shall receive 
less on account' of approved lea^s than it received 
for 1976-77.. If the allocations for this subsidy 
do not satisfy lease reimbursement requirements, each 
lU shall receive a pro-rata share of the.ionount 
as determined above. 

Limitation - Because of tlie limit placed on increased 
costs resulting frgm subsidy formula changes, it is 
estimated that during 1978-79 the inteimediate units 
,will receive .39735261 of the increase the changes- 
would provide over 1976-77 payments. 

Local Share— Member districts pay the balance if any. 



factent of Farticipation- ^505 districts. 



State Share~ The difference ^^tween the actual 
reimhurseahle expenditure per special pupil or the 
approved reirnbursable expesiditure per special 
pupil and the actual expenditure per regular pupil, 
iiihidiever is less. 

Local Share — ^The - regular p r ogram cost ami any 
Lmapproved cost of the special program. 



Sxtent of Participatiy -It is estimated that 350 
districts will participate in 1978-79 • 



STATE SUPPORT, kOT8-79 



Heme of Program) Legal Citation; Amount Ansropriated for 1978-79; Pereent of State Funds Allocated; 
Program Desertptiom 



Intecmediate unit--operated special classes. 



Departinait of Education operated special school at Scranton. 



School districts providing helpers and/oi^^upplies for children 
ages 6-21 handicapped by si^t> hearing dr cerebral palsy. 



Approved private schools for the educaticsi of the deaf > blind » 
cereb. '>alsied and/or brain damaged and/or muscular 
dystro^ d and/or socially and einotionally disturbed and/or 
mentally .etarded. Appropriatim for 1978-79 is $28,000,000. 
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Calculation of State and Local Shares of Program Cost; Extent 
of ScliOcA Distriet Parttctpation. 



State Share— The difference between the approved 
tuition rate of the resident pupil and the actual 
instruction cost of the ^pil attending special 
classes operated by the intetn^iate unit. 

local Share^ The a^roved tuition rate multiplied by 
the average equivalent full-tiroe daily membership. 

State Share—Balance of cost. 



Local Share — Resident district pays 25 per cent of 
tuition cost for childr^ between 6 and 21. 

ExtCTt of Participation~ It is estimated that 81 
districts wiil participate in 1978--79. 

State Share — The aid ratio of the district multiplied 
try the cost of readers, helpers, guides » aids, 
appliances » special bocto» supplies and devices for 
any child age 6*21 \^ is blind, partially sifted, 
deaf, hard of hearing or afflicted with cerebral 
pais}'. 

Local Share —All costs not covered by reimbursement. 

Extent of Participation^ — It is estimated that about 
la^ districts will participate in 1978-79. 

State Share — 75 per c^t of the statutory mwimmi 
cost ot tuition and maintaiance with a $8,300 
I maximum for resid^t pupils, $5,100 for day pupils 
I who are blind, deaf, cerebral plasied and/or 
muscular dystrofrfiied, and $4^100 for day pupils \4io 
are brain damaged and/or socially and emotimally 
disturbed and/or mentally retarded. 

For raultihandicgpped students, the 
maximum may be increased up to 75% for the seccoid 
severe handicap, 85% for the third severe handicap 
and 100% for more tlian three severe handicaps. 
100% of the cost is paid by the state if the 
district of residence cannot be established or if 
person is under 6 or over 21 years of age. 

Local Share— Resident district pays 25 per cent of 
approved tuition for children ages 6 to 21. 

Extent of Participation^ It is estimated th^t ^bout 
428 school districts vail participate in 1978-79 at 
43 institutions in Pennsylvania and 4 out-of-state. 
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Name of Programi Legal Citattoni Amount Ap[»o(Mlated for 1978-79; Percent of State Punds AUoeatedt 
Program D«^iption. 



Calculation of State and Loea* Siwres of Program Costt Extent 
of School District Participation. 



UOMEBUUND INSTRUCTION (Public School 
2ode. 1949, Sec. 2510.1.) 



$500.000 (0.02%) 
Mandated miniiman hourly irate ($4 per hour of instruction) . 



STATE SaiOOLS AND HOSPITALS 
(Pchlic School Code of 1949, 
Sec. 1926.) 



$11.400.000 (0.61%) 



by agreement with the Office of the Gc«emor, the responsibility 
for the education of the children in the state schools and 
hospitals has been f ..nsferred from the Departsnent of Welfare 
to the Department of Education. 



VOGATKmL EDlOnON (Public 
School Code of 1949, Se<?8. 1146, 
1802, 2502, 2504, 2504.2, 2504.3, 
2506, 2507. 2508.1, 2508.2 and 
2508.3.) 



$33.017.000 (.79%) 



On a pc - pupil basis depending on program. 
Vocational extension and pre-anployment training. 



Travel expense. 



Area technical schools. 



Area Vocational-technical schools. 



4SZ 



S ^.ate Share~ $4 per hour multiplied by the 
district* s aid ratio. 

Local Share~ All costs not covered by reimburse- 



ment. 



Extent of Participation — It is estimated that 461 



districts will participate during 1978*79 

State Share — The difference between the approved 
tuition rate of the resident pupil and the actual 
approved instruction cost of the pupil attending 
special classes operated by the intermediate unit. 

Local Share — ^Ihe regular program cost. 



Extent of Participation — Nine institutions* 



State Share 

$20/pupil in ADM - hone economics 
$35/pupil in ADM - agriculture 
$35 'pupil in ADM * industrial education 
$3C/pupil in ADM ^ distritnitive education 



80 per cent of the conpensacion for vocational 
teachers, supervisors, and director.^ with a 
maximum of $4 per hour. Supervisor and director 
hours are limited to 20 per cent of the teact»?ng 
hours. 

80 per cent the approved travel costs of teachers, 
supervisors and directors of vocational education. 

Up to 50 per Cfnit of the expenditure for purchase 
and io^rovencat of equipment. 

Approved jr pupil cc^t in ^cess of actual 
instruct\on cost in regular high school program up 
to a mayucm of $75 over the regular hi^ school 
cost per pupil 

Local 3hare~ All costs not covered by reimbursement. 



Extent of Participation — It is estimated that 504 
districts and 76 AVTS will participate during 
1978-79. 
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?f«me of Program} Legal atationf Amount npiMropriated for 1978-79} Percent of State Puwis AUoeated; 
t igMn Desmlption. 



Calculation of State and Local Shares of Program Cost; Extent 
of SelKxd District Participation. 
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DRIVBtS* IRAININC 

(Public School Code of 1949, 

Sees. 1519, 1519.1 and 2504.1.) 



$4.2Q2.Q0Q (0,23%) 



State Share— 100 per cent of the calculated aniCTTnt. 



Local Share— All costs in excess of state allowance. 



$35 per p^il completing the required approved program* $30 per 
pupil if public school provides bdiind the lAieel practice 
drxving and inipils receive classroou theory elsei^re. No 
reiidbursement if only one f^ae is provided. 



mXATl.. . 0^ IHE DlSMX^TAmCED 
(Act y'\ of the 1965 Session of 
cthe t nsylvsnia General Assembly.) 



$1.000.000 (0.05%) 



Extent of Participation — It is estimated that 481 
districts will participate during W78^79. 



State Share — ^The state provides ten per cecit of the 
cost of federally funded prograns to educate the 
disadvantaged. 

Local Share— All costs, if any, in excess of those 
borne by"S5e state and federal government. 

ExtCTt of Participation — It is estimated that 18 
districts and 5 intermediate units will participate 
in 1978-79. 



EDUCATION OF MIOKANI li^BCSERS' OIILDREN 
(Public School Code of 1949, Sec» 2509*2.) 



$100.000 (0.01%) 



State Share— Approved estimate of the cost of 



Estimated cost of instructional services. 



Intermediate unit must have a suoiner program for children ^ose 
parents or guardians have seasonal agricultural anployment 
outside of their regular domicile. 



operation of a planned sunner school plus trans- 
x^rtation for children. Said program may extend 
(or 40 school days beyond the opening of the 
Eall term. 

jQcal Share — Ncaie 



mTi(»^ FOR N^Hffisu^in: 

ORPHANS AND FOSIQl CHILORQ} 

(Public School Code of 1949, 

Sees. 1305, 1306, 2503 and 2509.1.) 



$8.750.000 (0.47%) 



Sxtent of Participacion- -One inteimediate unit and 
lb school districts are expected to participate 
hiring 1978-79. 



?tate Share— 100 per cent of the approved calculated 



voum DEVELomoir centers 

(Public School Code of 1949, 
Sec. 1926.) 



Calculated tuition rate of the district of {^pil attendance. 

Receiving school district will be paid a ttiition fee by the state 
for providing education to nonresident ori^ianed children placed 
in private homes by court order and nonresident inmates of 
children*s institutions* 



S3. 149.000 (0.17% ) 

These centers are maintained for children under the jurisdiction 
of the juvenile cairt. 



:uiti(X) rate. 

x>cal Share — ^District of pupil attendance pays all 
:osts In excess of this allowance. 

Sxtent of Participation — ^Nonresidait child placed 
x\ hcrae of resident , '^tion 1305. 380 school 
listricts. 

kmresident inmates of children's institutions, 
Section 1306. 85 school districts. 

State Share— The entire coat is financed by the 
CoDir.mwealth. 



Local Share— None 
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Mame of Programi Legal Citatfoni Amount Apprc^ated for 1378*79; P^remt of Slate Funds Alioeatedi 
FfograiR DfiHsriptiofu 



Caleiitotion of State and Local Shares of Program Oostt Extent 
of Sehool Distriet Partioipatiofi* 



PUPIL aippcicr shwkes 



PUPIL iRANSPcaaanoiJ 

(Public School Code of 1949, 
Seca. 1306, 1312, 1331, 1361 
1362. U74, 2541, 2542, 2543, 
and 2509,10 



S98.000>000 (5>30%) 



Transportation including vehicles purchased by school districts* 

Approved cost of contracted pupil transportati<m« Approved 
cost of district-operated transportation* The payment of 
board and lodging in lieu of transportation, No^ublic school 
pupils are transported as v^ll as public school pupils. 



HEAUH SERVICES 

(Public School Code. 1949, 
Sees. 1401 througjh 1422 and 
2505.1. Also 1963, P.L. 1381.) 

hfedical aeamination. 



Dental examination. 



$11.810.000 (0.64%) 



Sdiool inirse* 



Dental h^enist. 



Health enminaticns of pupils are made in grades K or 1, 6 and 
11. Dental examinatims of pupils are made in grades K or 1, 
3 and 7. 



SOKJOL FOOD SSIVICES . . . 
(Public School Code, 1494, 

Sec. 1337.) 



S9.054.000 (0.49% ) 



is, 



State Share— Aid ratio multiplied by the approved 
cost plus a payment for excessive cost of trans- 
portation to be determined by stxbtracting fro© 
the approved cost the sxm of the CoouKSiwealth 
peymait above, plus the product of % mill times 
the latest market value of the district provided 
such oaount is not native. No district shall 
receive less than 5(K ^f the approved reimburse- 
able costs of providing transpcnrtation under 
Section 1361 to nonoublic school fupila and under 
Section 1362 to pupils residing in certified 
hazardous areas. In addition, there is paid 
an annual depreciation charge per v^icle not to 
^ceed $700 per year for district owned vehicles 
with total paymoits not to exceed the lesser 
of the approved cost of the vdiicle or $10,500 
per ve^cle. 

In lieu of transportation, the cost of board and 
lodging multiplied by the aid ratio may be paid. 
The s::ate share is not to exceed $1 per day. 

Local giare^ ll costs not cowered by reimburBe^ 
ment. 

Ext^t of Participation— It is estimated that 502 
districts and AVT Schools will participate in 
1978-79. 



State Sharfc— Post not exceeding 80 cents per pupil 
examined multiplied by nind)er of pupils with 
camprebiesiBiye health record. 

Cost not exceeding 40 cents per pipil examined 
multiplied by ninSer of pupils with coqyrehafisive 
health record. 

Cost not exceeding $3.50 per pupil multiplied 
by nuEober of pupils enrolled. 

In lieu of subsidy for damtal examinations, the cost 
of an oral tmienist is paid not exceeding $1 per 
pupil enrolled multiplied by number of pupils 
enrolled. 

Bstent of Participation— Tt is estimated that 505 
districts will participate during 1978*79 ^ 

State Share^ t least ei^t per cent of the 
matching requirement required of the state for 
Section 4, federal funds apportioned Fa. by U.S. 
Department of Agriculture. 
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STATE SUPPORT, 1978-79 



Name of Frogrami Legal Cttattont Amount Approbated for 1978-79| Percent of State Funds AUoeated; 
Program Deserlpttm. 


Calculation of State and Local Shares of Program Co^ Bxtmt 
of SdKvH District Particlpaticm. 




Local Share — ftaie 




Extent of Participatic3n~It is estiinated tliat 529 
school districts and/or area vocational* technical 
sdiools will participate during 1978-79. 



DlSlBICr CaflRftCIH8ISTICS 
Etensity and sparsxty tactors 
Loir*incane faniilies aid factors 



See Basic Support Program 



PAXMQirS Di LIEU OF XMCE5 ^ . 
(Public School Code of 1949, 
Sees, 90S and 2901.) 



> $80.000 (0.01%) 



The current tax rate x assessed valuation of land used for 
water conservaticn and flood control in a school district 
is paid by the Oepartsoent of Education. Additimal funds 
in lieu of taxes are paid by the Game Canaission and Depart- 
ment of Ekmronoental Resources for state forest larKi, game 
land and recreation land. 



cmm AID raocawfs^ n.e.c. 



SANXIMRX SEHACE DISFOSAL PIANT 
OFEKAHON (Act 339 of the 1953 
Session of the Fomsylvania 
General Assembly.) 



. $310.000 (0.02%) 



Department of Ehvironmaital Resources reinixirses school 
districts for the operation of sanitary sei'^age plants^ when 
such plants are constructed and are part of "Jic school 
building program. 



CAPim SUPPOCT PROCSAMS 



RENIALS AND SINKING FUND PAYMOnS < 
(Public School Code of 1949, Sees. 
2572, 2574, 2575 and 2578.) 



$167.000.000 (9,04%) 



Elementary school 
(new buildings) • 



Secondary school 
(jmf buildings) « 



4So 



Vtmtala help school districts with the charges of lease rental 
agreements %dth school building autlK^rities. Sinking fund 
payments help with the amort isaticxi of general obligation brad 
indebtedness for school buildix^g ctHistruction. 



$2,300 multiplied by the rated pupil capacity plus an amount 
not to exceed five per cent for pupil capacity, grading* site 
preparation and sewage plant. 

$3,000 multiplied by the rated pupil capacity plus an amount 
not to exceed five per cent for grading, site preparation 
and sewage plant. 



State Share — 100 per cent of calculated amount. 
Local Share^ ^None 

Extent of Barticitiati<Kr H5even school districts. 



State aia re^TWp p«r cent of approved cost of 
operating disposal plant* 

Local aiare" "^l costs in excess of state allomnces 

Ekt€3:it of Participatioo^ It is estimated that 266 
school districts will ^participate . 



State Share- Capital account reiidxirsement fraction 
camuted for the year 1967 or aid ratio. Whichever 
is larger times reioAursable rental. Oxstricts 
quali^i^g for density shall receive no less than 
50 per cent of the approved reimburtoble rental. 

Ccmputatioo of quotient (Q) 

Q = $4,500 - (maricet value per teaching unit x .004 ) 
^^5000 

Computation of Capital Account Reiadxirsement 
Fraction (CARF). Leases approved before 
March 22, 1956: 

If Q is .5999 or less, CARF » 50Q ^ 
If Q is greater than .5999, CARF « 

Local Share— All costs not covered by reimbursemait. 
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Name of Programi Legal Citationi Amount Appropriated for 1S78-79; Percent of State Funds Allocated; 
Program Desertptiom 



Calculation of State and Local aiares of Program Cost; Extent 
of Sehotd District Participatidn. 



Area vocational technical 
school (nev buildinga) • • 



Building plana ouat be approved by the Department of Education. 
New construction must conrorm witii the State Board of Education 
plan for reorganization of school districts and the ajqiriTved 
tenryear plan of projected district needs • District must 
possess the approved financial resources co meet its part of 
the cost. Need imi^t be Justified by an analysis of lomg-tem 
enrollment projections and the mxsber aSd conditicsi of 
existipg facilities. 

$3,700 multiplied by the rated pupil capacity plus an amount 
not to exceed five per cent for grading* site preparation and 
se«Qge plant. 



Extent of Participation— It is estimated that 500 
districts will participate in 1978-79 1 



State Share^ Farticipating members of area 
vocationaTlschoola are reiafairsed SO per cent 
of their rektosable rental or the aid ratio 
tines the reimbursable rental lAichever is 



Local Share— All costs not covered by 
reisfixirs^ait. 

Required for Participatioir — Program must be 
justltied to and ap[nroved by the Bureau of 
Vocational Education. 
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RHODE ISUND 
PUBLIC SCHOOL FINANCE PROGRAM* 1978-79 



Henry W. Stevenson. Jr.. Assistant Conaftissioner, Office of Educational Finance, served 
as the State authority for preparation and review of this program report* 



Selected School Finance Facta 



STATE SPPFORT 

The State provided approximately 42 percent of the 
State-local revenues for elementary and secondary 
public schools. 

State funds for public schools are provided through 
annual appropriations. 

The State share ratio ranged from a guaranteed 
binimua of 30 percent to 72.3 percent of approved 
district expenditures. 

New State school aid prograns enacted since 1975-76 
relate to the handicapped* specifically Chapter 130 
of the Public Uws of 1976, Funding Educational 
Programs for Handicapped Children. 



LOCAL SUPPORT 

1. There are 40 fiscally dependent school districts in 
the State. 

2. Local contributions to the basic equaliiatlon program 
amunted to approximately $147 million. Districts also 
provided an additional $17 million as local leeway 
revenue . 

3. School budgets are approved annually at financial 
town meetings or by authorised local governments. 

4. There is no maximum tax rate or levy limit. 

5. There is no district debt limit. The approval of 
district voters and the General Assembly are required 
for new bond issues when local indebtedness exceeds 

3 percent of assessed valuation. 



STATE SUPPORT, 197g-79 



RHODE ISLAND 



, Hame of Pragrami Legal Citation; Amount Appo^ipriated for 1978-79; Percent of State Fumis Allocated; 
'Program Deserif^cm* 

: lJi 



Caleidatlon of State and Local Shai^ Program Cost; Extent 
of ScNKd District Participation, 



$U7>747t858 (IQQZ) 



$IQ2>480,304 (87.03t) 



TOTAL \ / 

BASIC SUFPORT PROGRAM 

SCHOOL OPERATI09I FtflH) (Current expense « grades K-12) 
(Title 16 f Cb. 7^ General Lavs of 1956 • as saiended by 
Chapter 2> of the Public Lavs-1960, Chapter 160. Public 
Laws-:967 and Chapter 198 of the Public Lam-1976.) 

School Operation 

Anount expended for current expense. Districts must expend at least $900 per pupil 
in average dally membership for this- purpose, including expenditure of State grants. 
District entitlements are based on actual expenditure^/ of second prior year. 



Consolidated School Districts 



($252,370) 



TWo-petcent increase in State share for each grade consolidated into a regional school 
district for first 2 years after consolidation* This suppleiient then reduced by .25 
of I percent per grade per year down to an anount 4 percent above the normal ratio. 

Service for Pupils in Nonpublic Schools 

Also included are amounts for tuition payments for nonpublic school pupils residing 
in districts not maintaining public high schools, public transportation to nonpublic 
schools, health services to nonpublic school children. Loans of textbooks in 
mathematics, science^ and modem foreign language may be included. There is no 
provision for nonpublic achool pupils to be enrolled part time for special courses 
offered only in the public school or to be included in. calculation of State aid. 



Minimum Guarantee 



Est. ($7.296 »300) 



Mininum guarantee provides at least 30 percent: of approved expenditures; no maximum 
limit. 



Pupil Count 



Resident average daily membership (radm) of prior year. Radm is adjusted for 
sparsity and is based on the districts resident public pupil membership. 
lUstrict nonpublic pupil membership is included if the total yields a larger state 
share ratio 



Rhode Island State Aid Formula 



S - 1.05 X E 



evav 

radtt X $9(K) 4 t . 



1 - 0.65 sJC^ 



EWAV 



RADM X $900 4 X. 



Where : 



S ■ State share entitlement irtiich the district receives 
E - Approved resident expenditures for the district for the reference year 
0.65 • Factor which represents the approximate average district share of school support 
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Steps for Computing State Aid 

ihe first step is to devei ^ a standard tax rate for 
the state which would be aaequate to raise sufficient 
funds to meet the mininnim mandated program of $900 
expended per pupil. 

1. The State RADK is multiplied by $900 and trans- 
portation costs are added to yield the cost cf the 
basic program for the State. Mm is the resident 
average daily membership. 

2. In order to determine the portion of support to 
be provided from local sources (essentially the 
property tax» the basic program for the State is 
multiplied by a factor ( .urrently fixed at 
0.65(^) which represents on the average, the local 
program for the State. 

3. This value. 65X of the basic program for the State 
(as computed in Step 2) is divided by the 
equalised weighted assessed valuation (EWAV) for 
the State to determine the State standard tax rate. 

The share ratios for each individual district are 
calculated by using the State standard tax rate 
and the local wealth factor (ewav) to determine 
the proportionate State/local share. 

4. Determine the cost of the local basic program by 
multiplying the number of pupils in resident 
average daily men^erships ^rado^) in the district 
by th^. mandated minimum program level ($900) and 
add transportation costs. 

5. Apply the State standard tax rate to the local 
equalized wighted assessed valuation (adjusted 
for median family income) to determine the local 
share produced by the standard tax rate. 

6« The difference between the cost of the local basic 
program (step 4) end the local share produced by 
the standard tax rate (stop 5) yields the 
proportion of the local basic program which will 
be provided by the State. This factor is known 
as the State share ratio for the district and by 
law cannot be less than 30. OZ. 

7. Net resident expenses eligible for State aid reim*- 
bursement are determined by subtracting from gross 
expenditures any payments received for tuifion. 



*An adjustment for sparsity based on average daily 
attendance is made currently for two small school 
districts. 
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STATE SUPPORT, 1978-79 



RHODE ISLAND 



Name of Programi Legal Citatkmi Amount Appropriated for \978-79} Percent of State Pun* Alloeatedi 
pNfram Description. 



CaletdatlOR of State and Local Siares of Program Costi Extent 
of Seho^ Distriet Partleipation. 



ERIC 



$900 • Kandated mlnioua program 

« Equalised mighted asaeasad valuation for the district, adjusted for median 
tamily inttmm 

EM? « Bqualiced wilted aaaeaaed valuation for the State 

radm » Beaident average daily aeaberahip for the diatrict, adjusted for aparsity 

UJM m Sasident average daily mambership for the States adjusted for sparaity 
t^ • Transportation eoat for the district 



Transportation coat for all districts 



PgPIL XARCBTED IRSTRUCTIOHAL PBOORAHS 

PROGRAMS FOR BARDICAFPBD OIILDRER (Title 16, 
Che 7, General Lavs of 1956, aa amended) 



$4e000>000 (3,40%) 



The appropriation times the ratio vhich the handicapped children in the district 
bears to the State total of such children. 



VOCATIONAL EOTCATIOH (Title 16, Ch. 45, 
Section 7) 

For salaries of vocational coordinators and counselors 



PROGRAMS FOR DISAOVAFTAGSD CHILraEN 
(Title 16, Che 7 General Lavs of 1956 
as amended) 



$342>000 <0e29t) 



BILD^GtrAL ESffCATIOS 

PUPIL SPFPORT SBRVICBS 

TRARSPORTATIOEI • e e e e See Basic Support Programs 

SCHOOL LDRCa PI^RAM 
(Tide 16, Che a Section 13, 
General La«ts of 1956, aa amended) 



S2a0Q0aQ00 (le70%) 



(Est.) S63a910 (0,06%) 



$2,623,263 (2,23%) 



SPECIAL SOPFORT SERVICES 

CAPITAL SUFPDHT PROGRAMS 

SCHOOL HCKISIHG AID PROGRAM FUHD 
(Title 16, Che 7, General Laws of 1956, 
as amended by Ch, 26 Public Lam-1960) 



Eat, $207,417 (0,18%) 



$6,030,964 (5,12%) 



School Housing Aid Program 

Coat of approved nev construction, plus allowance for construction completed between 
June 30» 1949, and January 1, 1960, less Public Law 815 funds. 
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payments under P,L, 874, and miacellaneous income 
from school operations such m athletic fees and 
reimbursementa • 

Local Share 1 Est. $147,471,000, 



Extent of Participation : 40 school districts with 
169,868 RABM and 27,4a? nonpublic RADM, Ten districts 
enrolling 24,321 receive State aid under the 30 percent 
minimum guarantee provision. 



State Share : lOQ percent of calculated amount. 



Local Share: Rone 

Ebttent of Participation : 40 school districts 



State Share : 100 percent of calculated amount 



Local Share: None 



Extent of Participation : 8 area ^chool 



State Share: The appropriation times the latest 
known rat£o which a achool diatrict/s Title I, BSEA 
entitlement beara to the total Title I entitlements 
of the State, Programs must be approved by SDE, 

Extent of Participation : 4(> districts 

Kxtent of Participation : 7 districts 



U>cal Share: None 



Bxtent of Participation: 40 districts 



iattent of Participation : 9 



State Share: Percent of amount for school f:* ^.lities 



as follows: 
Hate Share ratio • 
1 - 



(13,28 mills) (EWAV) 
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Name of Programt hegal Cttatioi^ Amount Appropriated for 1978*79t Percent of State Funds Allocated; 
PraKram Deseription. 



Calculation of State and Local ^ 
of Schocd Diatriet Partieipation. 



Shares of Program Coat; Extent 



Need for an> nev eoii9truction» renovation to existing structures or additions to 
existing structures oust be approved by the State Board of Regents for Education. 
Plans for new school facilities oust he suhmitted to and approved by the State 
Dapartoent of Education. 



The above calculated figure is multiplied by eligible 
construction coats divided by 20 (State share is paid 
over twenty years). 



Local Share ? Public Lav 815 funds are deducted froa 
project construction costs in establishing the amount 
to i«hich the State percentage for the district is 
applied* 

Extent of Participation: 39 school districts* 
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SOUTH CAROLINA 
POKJC SCWOL PPIANCB PRCkmSM, 1978-79 



Jack Parrish, Office of Finance, served ae the State 
authority for preparation and review of this program 
report. 



5toi acted School Finance Facts 



STATE SOFPORT 



The State provided apprwdnately 61 percent of thSs State-local 
revenuea for eleiaentanr and secondary public schools. 

State ftorfls are provided throufi^ annual appropriations • Basic 
aid distributions for 1978-79 were the first payments under a 
nev equalissatlcm aid program with a five. year phase-in 
lmpleo»itation period. 

The Swth Carolina ^docaUon Finance Act of 1977 is the only 
nev prograp enacted since 1975r76; The new Act replaced 
the state *& flat grant aid formula with a weigj^ted pupil 
fottndation aid program. 

A new property assessment law requires that all taxable 
property be assessed at a specified percent of full 
market value by 1982. 



1. 



2. 



3. 



LOCAL ^PORT 



There are 7 fiscally independent and 85 fiscally dependent school 
districts. 



Property tax revenues provided 93 percoit of district income* 
balance was i»wided from tuition, fees, local government 
appropriations, rentals and interest income. 

The local contribution to the basic State equaUzation program 
amounted to $175,737»274 for 1978-79* Other locally raised 
revenues totaUed $71*000,000. 



The 



4. Revenues are normally raised by board levies without voter 
approval. 

5. The taxing authority for each dependant school district falls into 
one of the following categories: 

- all levies are approved by the locbX govemi»n^ "^i^* 
* maximum levy is specified. Hie approval of voters 
Of local govemmeot unit is required for any increase. 

6. Constitutional debt limit is set at 8 percent a^f^f J 
valuation. Voter approval is required for any additional bonds. 
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STATE SUPPORT, 197«-79 



Name of Programt Citattom Aro<Kmt Ap^t)f»riated for 197a-79| Pereant of State FundB AUocatedt 
Program Desertptioiu 



TOIAL $509>8a7>487 (lOOZ) 

BftSIC SOFPORT FROCTAK 

SOOTH CARGLXNA BOTCATKW FINANCE ACT OF 1977 $347>246>I54 (6 8.11%) 

(Act 163t Lam of 1977) 

Fitmlt are generated hf the Aim for the f irat 135 days of the current 
ecbool year. Diaburaesmtd are made monthly from curreiit 3rear 
eatimatea with final adjustments made after the 13i day pupil count 
in finaliaed. Pupils are classified in one of fourteen progran cate- 
goriea. The program categories and weighting factors are) 

Estimated ASM 
1978-79 



Catey>ry Weighting 



1. Kindergarten 1«30 31,002 

2. Primary (1-3)' 1.30 130,316 

3. Elementary (4^) 1.00 221»351 

4. Bigh School (9-12) 1.25 81,937 

5. Vocational 1.29 100,523 

6. Learning Usabilities 1.74 12,738 

7. Bducable Msntally Handicapped 1,74 19,278 

8. Trainable Mentally Bandieapped 2.04 2,433 
9* Emotionally Handicapped 2.04 4,041 

10. Orthopeditally Handicapped 2.04 781 

11. Vigually Bandieapped 2.57 437 
12* Hearing Bandic<(pped 2.57 740 

13. Speech Handicapped 1.90 ^1,350 

14. Homsbound 2.10 337 

Each pupil is counted in one pupil classification. 

State funds earmarked fot vocational education ($59,276,862) 
(These are total coatSt not add-on program costs) 

State funds earmarked for special education ($32,389,757) 
(These are total costs* not add-on program costa) 

The base atudent cost value for 1978*79 is $791 of which 70 i^rcent state- 
wide id provided tree* State resources with the remaining 30 percent f ran 
local sources. The base studoit cost is adjusted yearly by the General 
Assembly based on the inflationary factor projected for the fiscal year. 
The Budget Control Board determines the inflation factor. For 1979-60 
thia factor haa been set at 6.9X of base coat value. 

The resulting allocation level per diatrict is being phaeed-in over a five 
year period. For 1978-79, districts will i*eceive 20 percent of the differ- 
ence between current ftmding and full funding of the program • 
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Caleulati<Mi of state and Looal Shares of Program Cost} Extent 
of SehocA Distriet Participation, 



State share s 70 percent of total allocation at full 
funding. 

Local share ; 30 percent of total allocation at full 
funding. 

Required local financial support of the district's pro- 
gram shall be based on the total nuo^r of weighted 
pupil units statewide times the base student cost tinies 
the 30 percent statewide local support level timas the 
district's index of tax:paying ability. The index of 
taxpaying ability is computed yearly by the South Caro- 
lina Tax CoBBDisaiqn and represents a district's percent 
of the State's totAl equalised assessed valuation con- 
tained in the district. For 1978-79 the required local 
support is 20 percent times the difference between 
full funding support and current funding plus the cur- 
rent funding. 

Districts which are required to increase their local 
effort under this law may limit their annual increase 
to 5 percent in real dollars or increase their millage 
levy for the local share of the foundation program by 
2^ mills. Any district failing to meee either of these 
requirements will have its State entitlement deduced 
proportionately. 
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Name of Program) Legal dtaUooi Amaimt Appropriated for 1978-79) Percent of State Funds AUocatedj 
Program Desnriii^on. 



Hold Harmless ($738,oai) 

. The Act guaranteea no district will have its State aUocati<») reduced to a 
per pupil level below the prior year fundings In addition no district can 
receive less State funding in terms of total dollars than received ip. the 
prior fiscal year plus the inflationary adjustment. A total of fiye dis- 
tricts with 36»652 pupils received hold harmless aid. / 

For 1978*79, each district is guaranteed its prior year base copt plus 20JI 
of the difference betneen this amount and $791. District guarantees vary 
widely, ransing from a bade cost of $530 to $850. Districts spending 
above the $791 b^ are being funded t!tt*<Kifl^ the hold harmless provisions. 
Ilnder this i^rovision* districts are not alloned to reduce their local 
efforts. 



PUPIL TABOBTSP INSTRUCYieMAL FRQCaAMS 

Special Education . . . See Basic Support Program 
vocational Education . See Basic Support Program 

PROGRAM FOR GIFTBD iO>p^%> 
(Appropriation Act) 

Disbursements are male to 16 pilot school districts based on an 
original competitive ©rant application. Grants range from 
$lAjOOa to $A6,000. Funds are to be used to support a program 
for the gi^^ed and talented. 
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soul H CAROLINA 



CalfTiaation of State and Local Shares of Program Costf Extent 
of Sehood matrlet Partidpation. 



Local districts must reduce their^ pupil-teacher ratio 
in grades one throu^ three hasedf on average daily 
membership in the hasic skills of reading and mathe- 
matics as follows: 

Fiscal Year 1979 25:1 

Fiscal. Tear 1980 \ . . . 24:1 

Fiscal Year 1981 22:1 

Fiscal Year 1982 21:1 

Fiscal Year 1983 20:1 

Eighty-five percent of the funds generated by a pro- 
gram area must be expended districtwide for direct 
and indirect support for the prosram. 

Each certified teaU>er and administrator must a paid 
an amount at least equal to the minimum state ide 
salary for the person's: experience and class 

Each school in Uie district must have an el^; .ted advi- 
sory council reap«iaible for preparing an jnnual writ- 
ten school report. The district is also required to 
prepare other financial and prc^am reports as devel- 
oped by the State Board of Education* 

Extent of participation : All 92 school districts. 



State share : 100 percent of grant amounts 
Local share : None 

Extent of participation : 16 pilot school districts. 
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Name itf Prpgram; Leg^ dlatimi Amount Anmprfated f or 197a-79| Percent of State Funds AUocatedt 
Program Deseripticm. 


Calculation of State and Local Shares of Program Coati Extent 
of Sehool Distriet PartielDatiQfu 


ADULT mCAlIC^ $1,446,668 (0.28%) 
(Apptopxiation Act) 




Allocations based on instructors^ salaries at the rate of t/10 of IZ of 
annual salary rate under the State aid schedule* not to exceed $7.50 per 
hour with an AM of 15 pupils per teacher; $1,00 per instructional hour 
for instructional osaterials and &2»00 d6t instructional hnur Fat* rtf-hAi* 
expenses except that districts eisploying a full tiiae director receive 
$1.50 per hour* 


State share: 100 percent of allotted amount. 
Local share: None 

Extent of participation: All 92 school districts* 


Districts nrust submit project proposals to the Office of Adult Education 
for review and approval. 


• 


FUPXL SUPPORT SERVICES 




TRANSFORTATI(»« FUND $30^603^320 (6*00%) 
(Appropriation Act) 

The transportation S3fstem is State-ovned and actual expenditures are paid 
directly by the State* 


State share: 1(K) percent of amount* 
Local share: None 

Extent of participation: All 92 school districts. 


(XnmTY ATTENDANCE SUPERVISORS* SALARIES $ 387.801 (O.OBZ^ 
(Appropriation Act) 


• 


Bach county is allocated a salary for one attendancja supervisor at the 
rate of $8*586 per year. The fund can be used for no other purpose. 


State share: 100 percent of allocation* 
Local share: None 

Extent of participation: All 46 counties* 


FREE TEXTBOOK FUND $9ft033,d6]k (1*78T) 
(Appropriation Act) ^ 


t 


Basic textbooks are provided tor the full curriculum in grades 1^12 of 
all public schools* 

Selection inust be nade for basic textbooks from the approved list of 
textbooks adopted by the State Board of Education. 


State share: 100 percent of approved amount. 
Local share: None 

Extent of participation: All 92 school districts. 


50o 


50; 
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N«me of Progrtroi Legal Cf tetiom Amount Appropriated Cor l978-79t Percent of State Funds AUocatedi 
Program DesericAlMu > 



SCBOOL LUKCB PROQSAM AID 
(Appropriation Act) 



8 526 (0>10%) 



Diabttiraaaant datanoioad by £onmila ^ich ia baaad on nuaber of achooXs 
participating in the prograa during the preceding acbool year. The 
funda »ay ba uaed only for the ioprovenent of the achool lunch progras* 



SCBOOL UmCB SUPERVISORS' SALARIES ^ 1 MMP iO.m) 

(Appropriation Act > 

Each county ia allocated a salary for one lunch auperviaor at the rate 

of $8»586 per year. The fihida can be fiaed for no other purpoae. 



pgLOYBE BgSBFITS . . 

* FIXBDCBAR6BS $91.491.136 J^I^ 

(Appropriation Act) 

Total eo^loyer share of retireoent and health inaurance programa, aa 
approved by General Asaeniblyt are paid by State on all public achool 
enployeea paid from non-Federal sources* 



COMEHT AID FroCRAMS> K^E.C. 
^SOOTH CARCJLMA EDUCATION FINANCE ACT OF 1977 (Incentive ^roviao>^^^^ ^^^^ 
(Act I03p Laws of 1977. Section 4 (2) ) 

Diatrlcta irill receive $2,000 times the percent of State support for the 
district for each instructional staff member above 25 percent of the total 
instructional staff members for those with Masters Degrees or higher 
certification. 
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SOUTH CAROLINA 



CaleiOatioh of State and Loeal Shares of Program Costi Extent 
of Sehodi District ?artidpation. 



State share ! 100 percent calculated amount* 
Local share t None 

Extent of participation : All 92 school districts. 



State share t 100 percent of allocation* 
Local share * None 

Extent of participation x All 46 counties 1 



State share d IM percent of approved amount • 
Local share s None 

Extent of participation : All 92 school districts. 



State share I Total State allocation* 
Local share t None 

Extent of oarticipation t 65 school districts. 
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Name o f grogra mt Citatiofii Amount A^ropriated for 1978-79f Paromt of State Funds AUooatedi 
Program Daacrtption* 



Caleidatim of State and Loeal Shares of Program Costi Bictent 
of Selmd Diatrlet Partielpation. 



BAT CARE CBKrm 
(Appropriation Act) 



$ 1.072,426 (0>2U) 



Funds era eanaarked for the continuance of day care centers for 3» 4» and 
5 year olds in fourteen specific pilot school districts. The funds are 
^llocated at the rate of $1»100 per child in average daily sMBmhership. 



State share : 100 percent of calculated ffinotint# 
Local share s Cost of prograai beyond State share* 
Bstent of participation s 14 school districts 



CAPITAL SUPPORT FROCBAM 

- STATE 5CBQ0I* BmLDXSO FPHP 
ISec. 1 to 24 p Art* IV» 1078 
South Carolina Lavs of 1951) 



$22,706,639 



(4.43%) 



Currently appropriated at the rate of $30 per pupil for each pupil en- 
rolled in grades 1-12 and $15 for each pupil enrolled in the State 
Kindergarten Program during the previous school year. 

Each school district is notified of the amount available to the dia- 
trict for building projects. The districts file project applications 
requiAsting use of funds available* Each project is revieved and a 
recoonendation is made to the State Board of Bducation. Qpon approval 
by tta .state Board, each district superintendent is notified that funds 
are available for projecta in the amounts approved. 

Funds may be used only for capital io^roveaenta approved by the State 
Board ;/f Education* and to pay principal and interest of school die-* 
tri:t indebtedness on hondB and notes issued for capital iii^roveiBents 
approved by the Board* 



Stane shares 100 i^ rcent of calculated anount. Ad- 
vances may be made against future grants. If a dis- 
trict does not apply for its annual allotment* the 
district share is credited to its account for later 
use. 

Local share s None 

Extent of participation : All 92 school districts. 
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soma DAKOTA 
POMJC SCHOOL FINANCE PROGRAM, 1978-79 



Gale Schludter, Director, Statistical Services, served 
as tbe State^'autbority for preparation and reviev of this 
program report. 



Selected Sctool Finance Facts 



STATE SOPPORT 



LOCAL SgPPORT 



1» Approodmately 18 p«^^t of all revenue for public elesiantary 
and secondary schools was provided hf the State in the 1977- 
. 78 school year. 

2. Legislative apiax>priati<m from the general revenue funds of 
the State proidded approxlaiately 85 percent of the State 
money distnhuted to school districts for support of the 
elaomtary and secondary schools. The balance' of state 
support is derived from incona earned by the pennanent 
school fund and other snail appropriations. 

3. Perscmal property taxes have been repealed in tw stag^. 
In the first stage, the proiferty tax on hous^old" goods 
was repealed. In the secmd stags, the tax cm livestock, 
machinery and other business inventories was repealed. 

4. In 1977 the State Legislature repealed the authority of the 
State to equalize assessments between counties and to 
assess up to 60 poxrent of full and true value for tax 
purposes. 



1. There are 194 fiscally independent school districts 
in the State. 

2« Approxiioately 88 percent of local sdxool revenue . 
is obtained from local property taxes. 

3» Over tturee-fourths of the other 12 percmt of county 
and local school revemie is from rental incone, interest 
on invested funds; and gifts. The balance of school 
revenue Is from county sources such as the proceeds 
froo fines, which are appa^oned to thd sdtool districts 
in a county according to child census. County taxes 
availahl? for schools include a $1.00 poU tax tw 
persons over 20 years of age, a dog tax of |1.00 
per dog, a honey tax of 1/8 aiU per M pounds, a grain 
tax of 1/8 mill per bu^el, a sugar beet tax of 5/8 
mi}\ per ton and a 4 mill levy on money aai credits in 
excess of $15,000 reported by taxpayers. 

4. Local contril^tlcms to tte basic suf^iort proiEsram 
amounted to $72,269,058 and le^y revetuas of 
$62,598,721 were raised for 1978-79* 

5. Local boards of education may authorize a tax levy 

^ of 40 mills for ncmagricultural property and 24 mills 
on agricultural property. An additional 20 mills 
nay be authorized tqr 75 percent electm*ate approval. 
Local boards may also levy up to 5 mills for a 
capital outlay fund and 2 mills for special education. 

6. School districts may issue bonds up to 10 perc«it of 
the local assessed valuation, including the outstanding 
Indebtedness of the district. Taxes for debt 
retir«nent are authorized with fi4)proval of 60 percent 
of the voters to issue bonds. 
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NuDeof Progrvnt Legal Citationt Amount Appropriated for 197»-79? Percent of State Funds Alloeatedi 
Program Deseriptkm* 



Caleulation of State and Local Shares of Program Cost; Extent 
of Sehodi District Participation. 



ERIC 



XOtAL ■ 

BASIC SUPPORT PBOCTMC 

BASIC SDPFORX PROGBAK OP FIBARIIAI. SUFFOSI 
TO SG0MI. DISTRICTS (SDCL Ch. 13>U-10 
throuiSb 13-'13-4I» Inclusive «s oaiShded) 

The fornula reioburses fpr prior year ezpenditurea 



$31.289.485 



lOOX 



76.40X) 



Declining anrollaent .faetort Districts suqr use AI» for 2 prior years in calculating 
pupil oeabership. 

Ulculatim of elaaaroom unltas Multiply total ADH (K-8) of the diatriet during 

the previoue eehool year hy the multiplicand 
(Tahle It Colum 2) and add the value of the constant 
factor (Table I, Column 3). 

(XA»LB I) 



Total average daily 
Qeaberahip of lower 
grade ecbool pupila 
in the school diatriet* 


t^ltiplicand 


Addition Factor 
Conaeant 


OOeOOO through 46*506 - 


*012042 


^1.901461 


46*507 through 181.534 


«044834 


^•376446 


191 .535 throu^ 226*300 


*0149y5 


♦5.772454 


226«301 and over* 


*O405O3 


OeOOOOOO 



South Dakota School Districts! 



The classroom unit entitleasot of eligible districts 
equals the sua of the lower grade elsssromi units 
(K-B from Table I) plus nuoiber of upper grade class- 
room units (9>12 from Table II), plus 13X of this 
sum for administration and supervision. 

Classroom unit credit will not be g^sater than the 
actual nunber of teachers assigned. 



(T^j II) 



00.000 throu^ 96.269 
96.270 throufl^ 299.077 

299.078 throu^ 491.588 

491.589 and over 



.042086 
.047712 
.033150 
.045280 



♦2.149407 
♦1.607799 
♦5.962965 
0.000000 
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State ahare : Coat minua allowahle income of die- 
trict equala equalisation support* 

Local share s The yield of 13 mills on the adjusted 
agricultural property^ plua 18 nilla on the adjusted 
nonagricultural property t plua general support funds » 
plua all tuition and receipts from the peraanent 
school fund* 

The local contribution aniounted to $72t269t058 

Extent of participation s 

General support portioni 195 districts with 143*489 
pupils in ADM 

Equalisation portion! 131 districts 
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Name of Programi Citation; Araowit Appropriated for 1978-79| Percent of State Funds AUocated; 
Program Dew1pt|^ 

/\ 



Caloiilatim of State 
supported fouttdation.. 
progron level 



tailtlply the dlatriet'a allocation of clasarooai unite aa 
ealcttlatttd above time the support level and add tuition 
paynente to other dietrieta and tuition pajBionta for ex- 
ceptional ehildren* ^ to one-half of amount ia guaran- 
teed by State aourcea. 



General support portion 



($12»275»U00} 

$1»650 for each K-8 and 9-12 clasaro<» unit^ $1>650 for 
aach oQe«-teaeber school classrom unit. 



Transportation portion 



Fifty percent of costs necessary to get pupils to and from 
school hut not to exceed 30 cents per laile* 



Equalisatiou support 



(914,620,185) 

Funds remaining attar general' support and transportation aid 
payments are made are distributed to eligible school dis- 
tricts under an equalisation formula in the amount that the 
coat of the State supported foundation program level exceeded 
the income (13 nd 18 mills, tuition income, school landrf 
monies, general support) of the foundation program for 
such districts during the previous fiscal year. 



FERMANERT SCBOOL FUHD ^ 6,492,643 <^^*Q^V 

Fund is composed of receipts from earnings of the permanent school ftmd. Bach 

school district is required to make an annual census of all children between the 

ages of 5 and 18 inclusive, and report census to the State Commissioner of School 
snd Public Lands* 

FOPIt TARGETED IRSTRUCTIOHAIi PROGRAMS 

EXCEPTIOHAL CHILDREN FUND (SDa 13-37) \ 1,525,000 i 3.72X) 

Distributed on the basis of an approved plan and application FTE pupils. 



VOCATIONAL EDUCATION (SDCL 13-39-19) §_,1,420,294 < 3.46X) 

lo aid and assist m establishing and maintaining vocational education programs. 



S0UT9 DAKOTA 



Calculation of State and Local Shares of Program Costi Extent 
of School District Participation. 



sta te share : lOOX calculated amount distributed in 
T rcportioQ to census figures tor children 5-18. 



State share s Up to $500 per FTE child 

Local share I Balance of program costs 

Extant of participation ; All school districts 
participate. 

State share s 100 percent of approved amount 
local share : Balance of program costs* 

St. 
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Wame o f Progyni Leftl atattont Amount Appropiatod for 1978*79| Peroent of State Pundsi AUoeatedi 
PMgrao Dasorlpttoiu 



TOPIL SUPPORT ^VICBS 
Tcauportatf^ ^--Se^ basic support program 

DISTRICT CHASACTBRIgrrcS 

PUBLIC SBOOmiG ARBA« PUND (SKL ';l-4<-8) 



$125,000 



(0.31») 



Stato ovnad public sb^ocing laud it aaaoaaed for taMCioti in tha same maimer aa 
other \4aA and Is aqualiaad and ant-^rad on the tax lists for taxacioti. Amounts 
are paid Vy tba Stats to tha districts vith such lands yithin their boundaries 
accerdinf to the value md tax rate placed on the land/ 



Caleulattm of State and LociC Siares of Prosram Costi Extent 
of Sehool District Partleipation. 



State share > lOOX of approved amount and approx. 
Local ahare i Nona 

Extant oi^ participation: 50 school districts 



515 



TBRHB8SEB 

PmXC SCBOOL FZNAIKS PBOOUOf* 1978-79 



Jo6X ShorOp AMistmt Coo&iMioaatt Fiscal Services, served aa the State authority for 
preparatloii and reviav of thla pregraa report* 



Selected School Finance Facts 



STAB Si^y wat^ 

The State provided S2 panent of the &tate-local 
revsnues for eleaen t a r y aod seemdarF public 
schools. 

<* 

Approxiaately 87 percent of State reveaues for 
public education are derived froa retail aalea 
^ and tobacco taxes dsdicated to public education. 
The reaaindar im provided by annual apprc^riationa, 

T^ie foundation prograa .guarantees a unifora dollat 
aaount equal to an eatiaated 39 parcent of State- 
wide average expendituras per pupil ($342 per 
veighted Full Tim Bqul^valent, AM). 

The State contributed an eat 1^ ted $124, 311 » 400 
for eaployee benefits in 1978*79« This aaount was 
not reported as State aid. 

A new basic support progrsa becaae effective in 
the 1977-78 school year. It introduced pupil 
weighting for special and vocational education 
prograas. An index of local weldlth wwa replaced 
by each county's taxable property wealth which 
was used to calculate the chargebeck requireaent 
for the baaic support prograa. In another prograa* 
the State assumed the , responsibility for financing 
construction costs required to iapleaent vocational 
education prograas. 



LOCAL SUPPORT 

1. There are 148 fiscally dependent school districts in 
the State. 

2. Counties are required to apportion to their school 
districts m% leaat 50 perctet of the local optional 
sales taxes. 

3. Local contributions to the baaic State oqualieation^ 
prograa aaounted to $47»847plO0 for 1978-79. Leeway 
texes provided an additional $A04»152,900. 

4. There ia no as xiau a general purpoae tax rate or levy 
In effect for local govemaents. 

5. There are no debt*liaits set by the State. 
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Mameo f Programi Legal dutlmi An^wnt Ai^ropriated for 1878-79| Peretnt of State Pun^ AUoeatedf 
Program Daforiptton* 



lOXAL 

BASIC SOFPO&Y PROGRAM 

TEKKESSQ FOUNMTXON PKX^SAM (TFP) 
(T.C.A. Chapter 6» 9849*602 * 49^07) 



$480>924>934 (100%) 



$426,958,634 (88,705) 



ERIC 



Level of g Undtog. 1978-79 and Percent of Public School Pmtds 



State Share 
Local Share 
Total TFP ADOunt 



90X $426,958,634 
lOX 47,847,10 0 
lOOX $474,805,734 



Program Deecrtption 

The basic State support seohenis& ff>r funding the public schools gradea K-li U the 
Temieaaee Foundation Progras^ Thia ia a State<-local partnerahip e^liaation program 
which provides^ about 391 of the total current operating coats for t^e ptAlic scboola. 
The Tennessee Education Finance Act of 1977 made important changes in the procedures 
for determining the coat of the'^bOhdation program and the amount o( State funding 
allocated to each* local education agency (LEA). 

A new weighted pupil fonmila for determining education need and cost was 84opted^ 
Educational programs, a base amount per weighted full time equivalent pupil ADA 
(VFTEAM), cost differentials for each program and a teacher training and experience 
weighting factor are established annua) ly. The total foundation program funds for each 
L&A depend on the^m^er of full time equivalent students enrolled in the various 
programs plus the m^r of identified and served handicapped and the average training 
and experience of ita teachers. 

The Funding Base 

The foundation progt.^ funding base per WFTEADA is determined by dividing the annual 
appropriation for the foundation program by the product af the State training and 
experience factor and the sum of the total State weighted full time equivalent AM 
under each regular academic program and each vocational program, added to the total 
identified and served handicapped in the State. In 1978«79 the base amount per 
WFTEADA is estimated to be $342. This comparea with estimated equivalent expenditures 
in 1977-78 of $g32 per tfFTEASA. 

Pupil Counts Funds are allocated on the basis of average daily attendance of the 
highest two of the first three months of the current school year. 

The instructional programs, cost differentials (FTBADA Weightings) for the various 
programs, the t ra ining and experience factor and the estimated funding base 
allocation per WFTEADA included in the foundation program for 1978-79 are as follcnra: 



Proftram 


Veiftht 


Regular Academic 




Grades R-3 


1.245 


Grades 4-6 


l.O 


Grades 7^ 


la 


Grade 9 


1.2 


Grades 10-12 


1.3 



($371,552,425) 



53i 



Caleidation of State and Looal IStares of Program Costi Extent 
of Sehoca District Partleipattcm. 



State share s Overall the foundation program is funded 
901 by the State and lOX by local govemfflsnts. Each 
LEAU share depends, however, upon the local county 
percentage of the asafessed value of taxable property 
wealth of the State # Property valuations are adjusted 
by property equivalents for any paints in lieu of 
taxea made any county by the Tennesaee Valley 
Authority* The actual local shares vary among LBA*s 
fr<SB it to 181 of Che cost of the foundation program. 
The asseased value of taxable property replaced the 
economic index in determining the local contribution 
to the cost of the foundation program. The State 
equalisation payment to each LBA under the foundation 
pro grya is the remainder after the LBA* a share (baaed 
on VFTBADA) of the local county contribution ia - 
aubtrscted from the <total foundation program amount for 
the LEA. 

Local Share $ The total amount TFP funds for each LEA 
ia computed as follows: 

(1) Multiply ttte total FTEADA of each regular academic 
and vocational education program of the LEA by the 
appropriate cost differential for such program, 
which yfelds.the VFTBAOA of each program. 

(2) Sum the WFTBADA's for all regular academic and 
vocational education programs, lAich yiel.is the 
total tfFTEADA*s for the LBA. 

(3) Multiply the number of identified and served 
handicapped students during the preceding year by 
the cost differential for special education, which 
yields the weighted identified af^ served 
handicapped. 

(4) Sum the total VPTEADA and the wei^ted identified 
and served handicapped for each LEA; multiply thia 
sum by the baae coat, vhich yields the total 

base program cost for each LBA* 

(5) Multiply the total base program cost for each LEA 
by the LEA*s training and experience factor, which 
yields the total TFP funds for the LEA* 

(6) Th^ total Tennessee Foundation Program funding 
shall be the sum of the total funding for each 
LEA. This total amount shall be funded ninety 
percent (90X) by the State fr<mi State revenues 
and ten percent (lOZ) by the LEA *s from local 
reveimes • 
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Name of Progrraii Ugtf Cltatioiii Amoimt Appropriated for 197M9| Percent of State Funds AUoeatedt 
Program Oesertptim* 



Catetilatlon ct State and Local Shar^ of Program Corti Extent 
of Sehool District Partleipatlon. 



Prayn Weight 

?oeational Education 

Agrieulacure (12 iBoa.) 2.62 

Vocational Bose Econosolca 2.1 

Health Occupations 2.1 

Ttada $ ZaduatrUl 2.48 

Related Trade 4 Industrial 1.84 

Office Occupations 2.04 

I>istributlve Education . 2.04 

Special Education 
Add on ffei^tiogs per 
Bandicapped Pupil Identified 

and Served 1.152 



Calculation of Local Contribution of each LEA to Coat 
of the Foundation Propram 



($44»426»028) 



($57»822,041) 



The Trainioft and Experience Factor 

The traijiing and experience factor for each LEA is determined annually by the SEA by 
dividing the average salary under the State salary schedule of all certified personnel 
(teachers* supervisors^ school principals and superintendents) employed by the LEA 
on DecesdMr I of the current fiscal year by the State salary schedule amount for a 
persOh itlth a bachelor's degree and no experience. Each LEA s T & E factor for 

1978-79. vas calcuUted after December 1. 1978., I9^1?78-79.the I£A trainl 
experience cost adjustment factors ranged from 1.249 in Davidson^ashville to 1,107 
in Grundy County » averaging 1.185 for the State as a ifhole. 

Additional Provisions and Requirements 

1. At loast 85X of TPP funds must be spent fn program where generated. (TCA 49--605) 

Each LiiA must provide from local funds an $850.00 per school year alary 
supplement for all certified teachers with a degree. (Public Acta 2978, 
Section 12, Item 12) 

Hold Harmless: Each LEA Is guaranteed in State foundation funds an amount 
(1) not less than the amount it would have received in 1977-78 under 
provisions of Title 49 in effect prior to July 1, 1977, plus (2) a sum sufficient 
to pay any increases in salary mandated by the State in any subsequent year. 



2. 



3. 
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The amount of the total Tennessee Foundation Program 
^ich is contributed by each LEA is calculated as 
follows: 

(s^) Determinatioa of the adjusted county property 
value shall be made as follows: 

(1) Obtain the most recent payments in lieu of 
taxes paid by the Tennessee Valley Authority 
directly to individual counties and to the 
State for distribution to individual counties 
as are available on March 1* The total amount 
of such payments received by each county shall 
be converted on an equivalent aoxKtnt of 
assessed property value by using the current 
individual county tax rate available on Kerch 
1. Where multiple county tax rates exist, the 
highest rate shall be used. • 

(2) Obtain the total assessed valuation for the 
County from the most recent Tax Aggregate 
Report of Tennessee by the State Board of 
Equalisation as is available on March 1 each 
year* 

(3) The adjusted county property value shall be 
the sum of the total assessed valuation of the 
county and the county property equivalent of 
TVA payments in lieu of taxes as calculated 

in subsection one (1) above. 

(b) The adjusted State property value shall be ;.he 
total of all the adjusted county property values. 

(c) The relative property value for each county shall 
be established by dividing the adjusted county 
property value by the adjusted State property 
value . 

CH) The County local contribution for all LEA*s 
shall be calculated by applying the relative 
property value for such county to the total local 
funding as established above* 

(e) If one or more LEA's exist w|thi?i a count^^, each 
LEA shall bear its proportionate share o f th e 
county local contribution, based on the WFTEADA 
in each LEA for the preceding year. 



(f) The State contribution of funds to each LEA shall 
be the remainder after the local coqar|;^ution 
has been subtracted. w ^ 

Extent of Participation: 148 distrlcta 
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Nme of Programi L^al Cltatloi^ Amount Appropriated for 19?8-79| P^'oont of State Funds AUocatedt 
Pfo0raiii Desertptton* 



Caletdation of State and Loeat iSiares of Program Costi Bxtent 
of School District Participation. 



FWIL TARCBTED INSTROCTIOMAL PROOR^ 



^SoSlSSL) S« B«.lc support PT,^ 



PUPIL SOPPORT ffiHVICES 
PUPIL TRANSFOSTATIONt T.C.A« Chapter 6, 



$16,573.000 (3.44S) 



Provides asaistance toward the total coat of pupil transportation services for 
puplla lo grades K«12 for those students irtio live one and ons^half (1^) miles 
or more from the school to vhich they are assigned » Assistance is provided to 
all public local educational agencies operc^ting an approved transportatic»i 



TEXTBOCMCSt T,C,A. Chapter 6, §49-609 



$ 6,447,500 (1.34%) 



State funds are provided for the purchase, repairing and rebinding of textbooks 
and for. instructional materials for kindergarten pupils* 



CURRENT AID PROGRAMS, N,E>C> 

LEAVE FOR TEACHERS, Chapter 6, 849^11, 49-1314 



$ 4,041,200 (0.^4%) 



Teachers in each LEA are allowed one day of sick laave for each month worked 
with unliaited accusailation and two days per year prof essiooal or personal 
Qon^cunjulative, Accumulated sick leave days may be counted as work experience 
at tine of retirexoent. 



CAPITAL SUPPORT PROGRAMS 
STATE CAPITAL OUTLAY, T.C.A. Chapter 6» 849-610 



$11,904,600 (2.472) 



State funds are provided for the purchase and ifl^rovement of si tea ^ construction 
of buildings, remodeling or renovation of buildings, purchase of equipment for 
schools and school buildings, and purchase of pupil transportation equipment* 
Local plan of escpenditure must be approved by State agency. 



' State Share : Sixty percent (60X) of the appropriation 
is allocated on a pei^^ eligible student transported the 
previous year. The r^oaining 40X is distributed on 
the basis of the geographical area of each county ex* 
pressed in square miles. All 95 county school systems 
participate plus 20 city and special school di&tricts. 

Local Share ; Balance of coats 

Extent of Participati^ : 95 county school systems 
20 city and special~acEbol districts. 

State a>are ; Each LEA receives $7.50 per pupil in 
average dally attendance during the preceding school 
year« To this amount is added $12.50 per pupil in 
average daily attendance for the increase in ADA for 
the iioitediata past school year over that of the 
school year preceding. 

Extent Participation ; All districts 



State Share ; 50 percent. State reimburses LEAs for 
substitute teachers, used for teachers on approved 
leave at the rate of 50% of the cost paid to 
substitutes « 

Local Share; 50 percent 



CalculatiCTi of State Capital Outlay 
State Share : 57 percent 
Local Share : 42.5 percent 

Allocations determined on a- pec* PupH amount in aver^ 
age daily attendance the previous year. Each LEA*r 
share is determined by applying each county's relative 
property value as determi'ied in the TFP to the 42.5 
percent local share which is assumed b(^t not required. 
Each LEA receives the calculated amount minus the local 
share. Local share is assumed, not mandated. 

Extent of Participation : All school districts \, 



* STATE SUPPORT, 1878-79 



Name Prosranii Ugtf Cttattont Amdwit Appropriated for 1978-781 Peremt of State Pun* AUooatedi 
Pltigram Dasoipttoiw 



CAPXtAL OOnil FOR VOCATIONMi SmKATXOM^ $15.000.000 , rt> inr> 

Oiaptor 6» 149*2709 

Craprelioiuiive Voeatloii«I**TMli]iical Act of 1975 provided that all capital coat vould 
-be borne by Stata. Total' authoriaat ion of $197»000»0(K>« Total of 161 nev facilitiea 
plua 11 of egulpoeat only have bel^n approved. Only U tacilitiea rewiniog for 
eoavlatition in 1979. Goal ie to provide vocational training for 50% of students in 
grades 9-12. 



5? 
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Caieiaatton of State and Loeal Siares of Propam Coati Bxlttit 
of Sehod DIstriet Partieipatlon. 



State Share t 100 percent 

Calculations baaed on nead of facility and e^ipnent 
by individual syatem and approved by atate agency. 

Extent of Participation > All achool districts 
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TEMS 

PUBLIC SCHOOL FIKANCE PROGRAM, 1978-79 



Richard B. Bennett. Director of State Funding, served as the State authority for preparation 
and review of this program report* 



Selected School Finance FaoSs 



STATE SUPPORT 



the State provided an estimated 57 percent of State- 
local revenues for elementary and secondary public 
8cb»ol6» 

Receipts Of the Available School Fund are earmarked 
for public schools. The balance of State funds 
nmm provided by appropriations for tlM 1977-79 
biennum. The Fun^a income is derived from earnings 
of the Permanent School Fund from land that 
appropriated for schools and from one fourth of the 
revenues of the Staters occupations tax and of the 
fuel and gas excise tax* 

The State reports that its Foundation Program provided 
more than three times as much State aid per pupil • 
an average of $664, to its 77 poorest districts as it 
dlk to the 179 richest districts vhich receivQ.d an 
average $203 per pupil. In addition, all districts 
with per pupil wealth below 110 percent of the State- 
wide average benefitted from supplemental equalisation 
aid. ^ 

The State has embarked on an extensive program of 
equalising property assessments for education for 
aid purposes* In 1978, the School Tax Assessment 
Practices Board was established. 



LOCAL SOPPORT 

1. There are 1,072 fiscally independent school districts 
and 18 fiscally dependent districts in the State. 

2. The independent school districts rely solely on 
property taxes for school purposes. 

3. The State requires counties to apportion to their 
school districts receipts of the County Available 
School Fund, which amounted to $12,000,000 for 1978-79. 

4. The local contribution to the basic State equalisation 
program amounted to $356,730,120 in 1978-79. Local 
leeway revenues were $1,277,231,000. 

5. Local school boards set district levies without voter 
approval * 

6. The maximum rate for school operations is set at $1.40 
per $100 full market value. 

7. A district's debt is limited to 10 percent of its 
assessed value. 



ERLC 
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STATE SOPPORT, 1978-79 



TEXAS 



Nsnie <rf Prograni Legal Cltatiotit Amount Approtalated for lS78-79{ Pereent of State Funcb AUoeatedi 
Program Description. 



Calculation of ^ate and Local Shares of Program Cost; Extent 
of Sehool DistHet Participation. 



ERIC 



TOTAL 

BASIC SgPFORT PgOCTAM 

F(HnmATX(»i PBOGBMf 

ICh. 16 » Texu Educstioa Code 1978) 

State £io«neiBg of Foundation Program is derived from: 



S2.184.Q31.022 flOQgl 



S2.163.9S2.1S4 (99.06%^ 



State Available Funda 

Stete Foundation Prograat Funds 



$ 730,634,000 
^1.&33,318.1S4 



Foundation Frogren is based on Average Daily Attendance (ADA), personnel units calculated 
for all programs and transportation allowance. 

f 

AiBOUnts for peraotmel salaries and ganeral operating expenses are calculated on the basis of 
current Average Daily Attendance. The Bininun Vocational allocation is tvo units for each 
accredited four-year high school* plus others as needed. The hasic Special Education 
allocation is 30 positions for the first SnOOO ADA. Additional positions are funded in 
larger school districts on the basis of 4 1/2 personnel units for each additional 500 ADA. 
At least 12X of the enrollnent must be served by Special Education in order for the 
district to receive full allocatioue 

Hold Harmless > Bach school district is entitled to at least 100 percent of the State aid 
per ADA it received during the 1976-77 school year. 



Cost calculation of personnel units is based on salary 8chc'1ules« 
Range of Salaries for Selected Personnel 



le Instructional Salaries: 

BeAe Degree 
KeAe Degree 



2e Supervisors 

3e Principals 

(Varies with number of teachers supervised) 

4 • Superintendents 

(Varies with the ADA of the District) 



Minimum 

r-8\540 
9,110 

9,AJ0 

10,250 

22,320 



MaxirauTO 

$13,389 
15,090 

U,130 

22,320 

34,393 



Years to Reach 
Max i num _ 



13 

25 

17 

25 

20 



State share ? State share is determined by subtracting 
the local effort frm the cost of the Foundation Program. 
The State Foundation Program funds are the required 
amount needed to fund the Foundation Program after 
deducting the calculated local share and the State 
Available Funds. State Available Funds are distributed 
to independent districts individually and to counties 
for distribution to common school districts at a rate 
of $284.50 per pupil in average daily attendance. 

Local share ? The smaller of an 18 mill yield from a 
tax levy on rhe full value Of taxable property or 
20 1/2 mills on the agricultural use value of open 
land plus the full market value of all other property 
in each district* The total local share is estimated 
to be $356,730,120* 

Extent of Participation ? An estimated 1,016 districts. 
An estimated 36 districts are budget balanced and do 
not receive Foundation Program Funds* A budget balanced 
district is one in which the required local levy exceeds 
the calculated amount of the foundation program. 
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Name of Programt Ugal Cttatloi^ Amount Ap{m(Hiated for 1878*79; Percmt of State Fumb AUoeatedi 
Program Deseriptimu 



Other Current Expense: 

An allovance of $11S per ADA la provided • 
Vocational ^aacher Unit* 



An additional $400 is allotted per 



Pupil Transportation Regular Tranaportatlon ($59,000,0005 

Speelal Education Transportation ($6» 705,000) Vocational Education Transp. ($1»OOU»000) 
The aiaount for pupil transportation is determined in relation to the number of pupils 
transported t ^e miles traveled t and the condition of the roads* Annual allowance, 
established in relation to a standard daily route of 45 to 50 miles of which $0 
percent are surfaced roads » range from $169 per child on buses transporting less than 
15 pupils to $5>997 for a 72 capacity bus* Allovanee only made for children trans- 
ported who live 2 or more miles from school. Percentage increases and reductions are 
made for mileage traveled 55 miles per day and less than 45 miles daily travel. 

Attendance Units 

Personnel units are allocated on the current average daily attendance (A0A) in the 
district. 



Refined ADA by Grades 

K-3 

• 4-6 
7-9 
10-12 



Divisor 

18 1/2 
21 
20 
18 



Calculation of State and Loeal Shares of Program Coat; Extent 
of Sctool District Participation. 



Special Education units are counted at 1/4 of the regular program value and vocational 
units are counted at 1/2 of the regular program value* 

Small/Sparse Districts Guarantee 

Districts having less than 1000 ADA are granted a percentage increase in units* The 
amount of increase is based on the ADA of the districts* Districts with more than 
300 square miles are granted a larger increase. 

Kindergarten Attendance 

Schools have the option of half-day or full-day kindergarten for all children. 
However » attendance for determinins personnel unit allotment can be counted half- 
day/ f\tll-*year or full-day /half-year except for educationally handicapped. Full-day/ 
full-year attendance for educationally handicapped will be counted* 



Supplemental Equalization 

Bqualis^ation aid is 
(1 - DADV/ADA 



($135,000,000) 



SADV/ADA X 1*10 



) 



ADA X $185 or $210 



ERIC 



DADV is the average of the district's full market value of property and agricultural 
use value of property divided by the district's current ADA. SADV/ADA is the average 
of full market value of property in the state divided by the state total ADA* 

Xn order to qualify for supplemental equalisation aid» a district DADV/ADA cannot ex- 
ceed 110 percent of the Statewide average » SADV/ADA* Districts in the lowest wealth 
quartile multiply the fraction derived above by $210; all other qualifying districts 
use the $185 factor* 
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STATE SUPPORT, 19T8-TS 



TEXAS 



Namt of FNgrami L«gid Citattem Amount Appropritted f or 197»-79| Pereeat of State Fundi AUoeatedi 



CaloidaUon of State ami Local Shares of Program Costi Extant 
of Sehocd Dtstriet Partioipatim. 



ERIC 



Driver Eilttcation 



($3,095,000)* 



An allocation of $25 per atudent enrolled ia provided* Eligible lenrolliaeDt nay not 
exceed 20Z of the average daily attendance in grades 10 ^ 12. 



Bilingual Program 



($5»200,000) 



A progran of bilingual inatniction for children in each language claaeification in 
kindergarten and tiirou^ the 5th grade ia required if: 

(a) The district had an earolloent of 20 or oiore children of limited English-speak . i&g 
ability in any language claaeification, vbo vera in the same grade level during the 
preceding schotastie year, and 

(b) The district does not have a program of bilingual instruction vhich aeeoiq>lishes the 
State policy of facilitating integration into the regular school curriculum* 

Districts are permitted to ia^lemsot programs df bilingual education in a language 
classification with less than 20 children at the option of the local school board* 

Priority of statsi support will be given to those districts implementing either required 
or permitted bilingi'AsI progrsms in grades R 5* 



Special Education 



($250»805»000)* 



Thirty Special Education Personnel units are alloi<ed for the first 3 ,000 AM and A. 25 
additional units are allowed for each additional 500 ADA. Allocations are reduced if 
less than 12S of the enrollment is served in special education progrms* 

The special transportation allocation has been increased to en amount "equal to the 
actual coat of the transportation not exceeding $260 for each exceptional student 
transported.*' 



Vocational Education 



($135, 000*000)* 



Districts operating as accredited four-year high schools are allocated a minimum of 
two vocational units* Additional units are allowed based on a survey of the community 
and a State Board of Education plan for vocational education. 

PUPIL TARCqgTED INSTRUCTICMIAL PROGRAMS 

Special Education 
Vocational Education 
Driver Education 
Bilingual Education 
Kindergarten Education 



See Basic Support Programs 



PPPIL SUPPORT SERVICES 
Transportation 



See Basic Support Programs 



Q *Znclude8 State and Local Share of Foundation Program Fund 
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Name of Proorami Legal Cttatimi Amotmt At^ jMrof^ated for 1978*79| Pereent of State Pui^ located) 
Pragmm DeMriptioiu 



Caleidatlon of Slate and! Loeal Shares of Program Coarti Extent 
of SehmA DIstriet Mrtieipatioii. 



STATE TEXTBOOK FUND 

($ec« 3. Art. 711, Lws of 1917) 



S20>078,868 (0,92») 



Grades K - 12. Allotiaent la based on the number of pupils enrolled in the school 
district. Districts Bust request books from a State-adopted list* 



State Share s 100 percent of calculated book amount* 
State buys and distributes books* 

Local Share ! None 

Extent of Participation t 1»100 school districts. 



DISTRICT CBARACTERISTICS 
Small/Sparse Districts 



See Basic Support Program 
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OXAH 

POBUC SCHOOL FIBAKCS P»)GRAN, 1978-79 



tetbur L» Si«hO|^» ^^OitSlnmtwr School Finanett* aenred aa tbe State authority for preparation 
and reviev of this program r^rt* 



Salaatad School Piaaoce Pacta 



STATE SOFPOK 

Sltt State provided an eatiaatad 71 percent of the 
State-local reventtae for eleatantnry aad aacondary 

ptthllc achoola* 

Ihe follovioft revesuea ware eamarked for the 
Italfom School Fmd for 1978^79$ 



^ Individual Incoae Tax 

- Corporate Franchise Tax 

- Schnol Landa Inciaae 

* Intereat Revenue Sharing 

- Diatrict Eecapture 

* Other, including General 
Fund Appropriationa 



Tdtal 



$223»5OO»0OO 
29^300,(^0 
6»9OO»0OO 
S00»000 
704^000 

39,849.523 
$300»753,523 



Km programs funded since 2975-76 are the School 
Building Equalisation Frograa and the following 
ninor categorical prog^ans: Elenentary Mitsic» 
Gifted and Talented » Etesponaible Parenthood , 
Bilingual Education, Class Size Seduction, Utilities 
and Insurance, Special Needs Prograa, and Career 
Education* 

The State Tax Commission started a revaluation 
program in 1972 aimed at assessing all districts 
at 20 percent of fair market value » TVenty-six 
of the 29 counties irere revalued by the end of the 
1978-79 school year. 



. - - lOCAL SOTPORT 

1. There are 40 fiscally independent school districts in 
tl» State* 

2. Property taxes are the major source of district 
local school revenues. 

3. Local contributions to the State equalisation program 
(Categories I end II) amounted to $117,470,407 in 
1978-79* ^equalised local diatrict revenuea were 
estimated at $8,000,000* 

4. The State required minimum levy of 28 mills for 
participatim in the foundation program may be reduced 
by the State Tax Coaaission for a three year period 

. following a district's revaluation of property. . 

5. Maximum district rate limits are: 10 mills Xor voted 
leeway; 1 mill for transportation; 0.5 mill for tort 
liability; and under certain conditions 4 mills to 
compensate for loss of P«L« 874 funds. 

6. Tbe district debt limit is equal to 13.33 percent of 
assesse<> valuation. 
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Name of Programi Legal CitaUoRi Amount Apprc^ated fw 1978-79| Percent af State Funds Allocated; 
Program Deseription. 



Calculation of State and Local Shares of Program Cost) Extent 
of SelKKd District Participation. 



BASIC SUPPORX PROCTAM 

SXME*SUFPCKRIBD HIRIIfGM SCHOOL PROGRAM 

(Title 53, Chapter 7p Utah Code Annotated* 1953» as amended) 
Basic State^^Sttpported School Program (Category 1) 



S3Q7.74»>910 (lOQg) 



S201»655,975 (65>53Z) I 
($200»861,475) 



Pupil Ihiit Value 

The Basic State^supported Minimum School Program guarantees to each school district 
an amount of money equal to $799 per weighted pupil unit. 

Participation in this part of the progtsm is mandatory for all school districts. All 
are required to levy a 28 mill local proierty tax as the local contrihution. If the 
28 mill property tax is in excess the cost of the Basic Program, the excess is 
paid to the State Uniform School Fund. 



State-Supported Voted Leeway Program (Category 11) 



($794,500) 



Vith the approving vote of its electors up to an additional 10 mills local property 
tax for operation & maintenance may he levied. The State guarantees this program 
at $13 per weighted pupil unit for the first two mills and $4 per weighted pupil 
unit for each mill thereafter. If a district's local property tax levy yields in 
excess of the State-»Supported amount the district may keep the excess. 



ERLC 



Measurement of Educational Load 

Pupil counts are hasad on the following calculations: 
1. Kindergarten — 

Weighted Pupil Units • APA ♦ ADM ^ 55 

In schools that do not operate a winter kindergarten, the Board of Education may 
provide a sunnar kindergarten for a term not to t'^xceed nine weeks* Aggregate 
days attendance and mombership from suamier kindergarten are equated into school 
year ASA & AlSf and auhsequently into wei^ted pupil units as shown above. 

53:, 



State share ? The Staters contribution to the basic 
state-supported progrsm of any district is calculated 
as follows t $795 times the number of wei^ted pupil 
units in the school district minus the yield of the 28 
mill local property tax computed at 98X of the assessed 
valuation* The remainder is the State's contribution. 
The State contribution is equal to an estimated 66.6 
percent of the minimum school program. 

Local share : Each district must levy a 28 mill local 
property tax and contribute the yield of the levy as 
its contribution to the cost of the basic school 
program* All 40 districts participate. Local 
contribution! Est. $100,957,890 

Extent of Participation ! 40 Districts, 323,600 pupils. 
In three of these districts with 6,825 pupils the yield 
from the 28 mill required levy exceeds the Basic 
Program. The excess is returned to the State. 



State share s The State's share is calculated as 
follows: $13 times the nuid>er of weighted pupil units 
in the district times the mill levy up to 2 mills minus 
the yield of the equivalent levy (not to exceed 2 
mills) at 9SX assessed valuation* No State funds are 
generated by the $4 per weighted pupil for levies above 
2 mills. 

Local share s The local share is the yield of the 
property tax levied^ estimated at $16,512,517. No 
recapture of local funds to the State is applicable. 

Extent of Participatlon t Twelve school districts with 
estimated 165,754 ADM will impose a levy under this 
authorisation; ten districts will receive State funds* 
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Name of Program; Legal Cttaticm^ Amount A^propHated for 197flh79| f^emx of State Funds AUoeatedt 
Program Deseription. 



2« Grad«8 1-12 — 

Vaighted Pupil Ihiits 



ADA ♦ ADH 

5 



3. 



In itOM 1 and 2 all sttidents attending school are counted vith cheae exceptions: 

(a) Students enrolled in full-tioa prograas for handicapped » 

(h) Sttidenta idio are over 18 years of age. 

(e) Students who have graduated fron high school. 

(d) Students from wt-of-state. 

Adjustaents for neeesaary snail schools 

Additional weights provided hy State Board of Education to approved small schools « 



(a) Blenantary - R a 1^ 

Average Daily Attendance 
By School Sise 

5 up to 13 
13 up to 21 
21 up to 31 
31 up to 51 
51 up to 91 
91 up to 111 
111 up to 165 

(b) Junior Highs and Middle Schools 

Average Daily Attendance 
By School Sige 

0 up to 41 

41 up to 81 

81 up to 151 
151 up to 251 
251 up to 350 

(c) Senior High (10-12) 

Average Daily Attendance 
By School Sige 

0 up to 76 
76 up to 126 
126 up to 186 
186 up to 251 
251 up to 375 



AConbined State and local costs 
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Number of 
Weighted Pupil Units 

27 
40 
53 

53 ^ it A) (ADA minus 30) 
81 * (1*2) (ADA minus 50) 
129 ♦ (l.O) (ADA minus 90) 
149 * (0.3) (ADA minus 110) 



Number of 
Weighted Pupil Onits 

Ho. of pupils iQult. by 2^0 
80 * (1.5) (ADA Qinus 40) 
140 * (1.4) (ADA minus 80) 
238 * (1.0) (ADA minus 150) 
338 ♦ (0.12) (ADA minus 250) 



Number of 
Weighted Pupil Units 

No. of pupils mult* by 2*0 
150 ♦ (1.6) (ADA minus 75) 
230 ^ (l.l) (ADA minus 125 
296 * (l.O) (ADA minus 185) 
361 ^ (0.112) (ADA minus 250) 



Caleulattoii of State ami Loeal Stares of Program Costi Extent 
of School Distriet Partlcipatim. 



Extent of Participation : 
school districts 



4»880 pupil units in 25 
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Name of Programi Legal CItationi Amount ApitfopHatad for 197(h78| Percent <rf State Fumb AUoeatedi 
Program Desmiption* 



Calculation of State and Loeal Shares of Program Coati Extent 
of Sehool Dtstriet Participation. 



(d) Six Year High (7-12) 

Average Oally Attendance 
By School Sice 

0 up to 81 

81 up to 161 
161 up to 251 
251 up to 650 

Incentive for Consolidation 



Number of 
Weighted Pupil Units 

Mo* of pupila mult* by 2*0 
(nin* total weighting of 27) 
160 ♦ (1.4) (ADA »ini*8 80) 
272 ^ (1*0) (ADA minus 160) 
362 ^ (0«72) (ADA ninus 250) 

($28,620)* 



To encourage school districts to consolidate swall schools ^ they say, during the 
two years innediately following consolidation, with the approval of the State 
Board of Education, receive the sssne number of weighted pupil units for the 
consolidated school that they would have received had the consolidation not taken 
place* 



4. Special Education 



($23,325,300)* 



Additional weighted Pupil Units are granted for handicapped children on prior 
year actual data* The State Board of Education establishes definitions, guide- 
lines, rules 6 regulations, and standards for determining which children are 
included in the various classifications of handicap* 



Number of Pupils 
by Program 
A*D*M* 



Weighting Factor for 
Handicapped Pupils 



Bducable Mentally Retarded 
Trainable Mentally Retarded 
Learning Disabled 
Emotionally Disturbed 
Deaf end Hard of Bearing 
Speech and Hearing 
Motor Handicapped 
Visually Impaired 
Somabouod and Hospitalised 
Training Center - Multiple - Handicapped 



Students in self-contained handicapped classes are not awarded wighted pupil 
units under the "regular" attendance and membership count* 



In Regular 


In Self-contained 


Class 


Classes 


1*00 


2*40 


1.00 


2.60 


*90 


2*40 


•90 


2*90 


1*30 


2*70 


.50 


*00 


1.50 


2*90 


1*60 


.00 


*00 


1*80 


I *00 


3.40 



Extent of Participation ; 36 pupil units 



Extent of Participation ; 29,340 weighted pupil units 



Pupils are classified as Handicapped within the following 
categories and prevalence limits based on A*D.M. 



Category 

Educable Mentally Retarded 
Trainable Mentally Retarded 
Learning Disabilities 
Emotionally Disturbed 
Deaf 

Hard of Hearing 
Speech and Hearing 
Motor Hattdiea{»ped 
Visually Ii^aired 
Homebound and Hospitalised 

(Handicapped Only) 
Training Center - Multiple - 

Handicapped 

TOTAL 



Irevalence Limit 

.015 
.002 
.03 
•63 
*0008 
.002 
.035 
.002 
*001 
(Included) 



•004 



.1218 



Any claims for units in excess of the prevalence limit 
provided shall be approved by the Office of the State 
Board of Education* 



^Combined State and local costs 
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no district vill receive leas money than the previous year according to pupils 
served the previous ye sr. 

State Programs for handicapped ($777tS;^)* 

la addition there shall be allocated to the State l^ard of Educatioa^ number 
of minted pupil units not to exceed 3*3 percent of the number above for use 
in stateiride and multi-^district programs for the handicapped. Av ats are 
ae^mxded by special approval by the office of the Utah State Soard of Edu tion. 

Professional personnel in full-time equivalency in each district are awarded 
mighted pupil units by nniltiplying the total FTE in each year of experience by 



schedule : 
















Bach. 




Masters 




Trs. of 


Bach. 


♦30 


Masters 


♦45 




Bxper. 


Peg. 


Qt Hr. 


Decree 


Qt. Hi. 


Doctors 


1 


1.00 


1.05 


1.10 


1.15 


1.20 


2 


1.05 


1. 10 


1.15 


1.20 


1.25 


3 


1.10 


1.15 


1.20 


1.25 


1.30 


4 


1.15 


1.20 


1.25 


1.30 


1.35 


5 


1.20 


1.25 


1.30 


1.35 


1.40 


6 


1.25 


1.30 


1.35 


1.40 


1.45 


7 


1.30 


1.35 


l.AO 


1.45 


1.50 


8 


1.35 


1.40 


1.45 


1.50 


1.55 


9 






1.50 


1.55 


1.60 


10 








1.60 


1.65 


11 










1.70 



Calculation of State and Local Shar^ of Program Coat; Extent 
of Schocd District Partieipntion. 



Extent of Participation : 978 weighted pupil units 



Total cost factor from above schedule is divided by total staff minus one and 
then multiply by .25 and multiply by total W.P.U.'s of items 1» 2, & 3. 



6* Vocational Education 



($9.559,080)* 



The State Board of Education grants additional weighted pupil units to pay the 
excess costs of vocational and technical education during regular school year in 
secondary schools. Weighted pupil units are awarded to each district as follows: 

(a) rjnds shall be computed by using (ADA ♦ ADM) ^ 2 in approved programs for 
the previous year. A district that has experienced student growth of IX 
or greater in grades 9 through 12 for the previous year shall have the 
growth factor applied to the previous years WPn*s when calculating the 
allocation of funds. So district shall receive less vocational funds than 
for the previcHis year. 

(b) Students in the llth and 12th grades enrolled in vocational classes generate 
weighted pupil units by using (A.D.A. ♦ A.D.M.) 7 2 in each of the five 
vocational areas and multiplying this by the following weighting factors: 



Vocational Area 

Agriculture 
Business 

Distributive Education 

Homemaking 

T & I 

^^^Ccttbined State and local cost 



Weighting Factors 

1.20 

.80 

.60 

.40 
1.50 



Extent of Participation: 12^024 weighted pupil units 
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Name of Programi Legal Citationi Amount AK»ropiiated for 1978-79$ Percent of State Funds Ailoeated; 
Program Description* 



Calculation of State and Local Shares of Program Cost; Extent 
of Scho^fl District Participation* 



ERLC 



(c) Each district is alloiFed 9 weighted pupil units. 

(d) For each high school in the district 16 W*P<.II.*s are allowed* 

(e) In addition special Vocational Set Aside State Funds are awarded to certain 
school districts and institution on a pre program hasis as approved hy the 
office of the State Board for Vocational Education* Dollar anounts are 
converted to weighted pupil units* 

(f) Limited Incentive Vocational weighted pupil units are allocated to some 
secondary schools (9-12 grades) with enrollment under 400 for students 
traveling to another school or Area Center Voc* programs. 



7* Summer Vocational Frograms 



($l,435»770)* 



(Agriculture and Romemaking) — Nine weighted pupil units ate allowed for each 
teacher with 50 students based upon a program for 12 weeks* 

8* To assist in administrative costs , each school district receives 45 additional 
weighted pupil units* 



9* Adult High School Completion 



(§2,290,395)* 



For students 18 years of age and older enrolled (not in regular high school 
program) with intentions of completing high school* 

Bach district shall receive its prorata share of the appropriation hased on the 
number of people enumerated in the 1970 Census who are over 18 years of age and 
who do not have a high school diploma* Weighted pupil units are also allocated 
for eligible students in Skill Centers * Programs must meet state standards* 



10* Special Purpose Optional Programs 



($4,207»140)* 



There shall he allocated a total of 5,292 weighted pupil units to districts for 
special purpose optional programs approved by the State Board of Education as 
follows: 

Weighted 

Optional Program Pupil Units 



Compensatory Education 
Instructional Hadia Centers 
Elementary School Guidance 
Community Education 

Extended Payt Extended Year and Summer Programs 
Career Education 



1,204 
859 
946 
907 

1,025 
351 



$957,180 
682,905 
752,069 
721,065 
814,875 
279,045 



Extent of Participation ; 1,806 pupil units 



Extent of Participation ! 2,881 pupil units 



Extent of Participation: 5,292 weighted pupil units 



Each school district ahall receive its proportionate share of 1,204 units based 
upon the number of disadvantaged pupils in such district as compared with the 
total number of such pupils in all districts. In addition, each district shall 
receive one and oneself units as a base plus one-half unit for each school in 
which it maintains an instructional media center approved by the State Board of 
Education. Each district shall also receive its proportion of the balance of 
weighted pupil units provided for in this subsection baaed upon its number of 
weighted pupil units ccm^ted in accordance with the provisions for kindergarten, 
grades 1*12 and small schools, as ccmpaxed with the number of such weighted pupil 
units for all districts* 
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eCrabieed Sta^ 



funds 
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STATE SUPPORT^ t«f 8-?9 



UTAH 



Name of Pragnuni Legal Citatioiq Amount Appropriated for 1978-79} Percent of State Funds AQoeatei; 



CatotOation of State p.id Loral awras of Program Costt Extent 
of SelmA District fartioipatioii. 



B«eh district nay use its proper tionata ahare of the units cosqputed ia any one or 
all of the ptograaa emioerated herein* 

11* jajuataaent for declining attendance 

To avoid penalising a district for epidraica or ether faetora beyond its control » 
an ad Jua taint nay he nade in any year vhea the percentage of average daily 
ettendmce in ita aehoola dropa aore then 2 percent below the average of the 
hi^at two of the preceding three yeara^ 



FUPIL lARggTEP nrSTTOCTIOKAL PROmAMS 

Special Bdueatim • « • See Baaic Support Program 
PR06RAKS PCm GIFTBD AND laiEHIED 
SPECIAt NBBDS 



S»80^(KK) (O.m) 
$3>000,000 (Oe»8I) 



Each district shall receive an allocation based on a state formula for children that 
have been served as handicapped but no longer ^alify as handicapped and for other 
children with simil«»r needs* 



Vocational Sducation * « 
AREA VOCATIOMAL CENTERS 



See Basic Support Program 



$l,968>2ll (Oe^X) 



Allocated to three Area Vocational Centers, located in three strategic locations » for 
the purpoae of conducting adult vocational education programs* 

Amount from State Uniform School Fund* 



DRIVER EDUGATIOH FW^ 

(Title 41» Cbapteir 1> Vtah Code Annotated, 1953 as amended) 



Est, $1,407,176 (0*^61) 



The yield of a special tax of $1*50 on each motor vehicle registered in the State 
minus the cost of collection of the tajK» is appropriated to the State Board of 
Education for driver education* Allocated to the 40 school districts > the i^tate Youi^h 
Development Center and the School for the Deaf, on a reimburse nsent basis for their 
coats of the behind-*the-^eel phase of automobile driver education programs* (53-14-13 

The amount of reimmirsement to any school i!istrict may not exceed any of these three 
limits s 

(a) The amount actually expended by the diatrict for costs of the behind-the-wheel 
phaae of automobile driver education; 

am (b) The average coat per pupil among all school districts in the State for such 

' training during the preceding year; or» 



Funds awaMed on basis of application 
State share t 100 percent 

totent of Participation ! Allocated to each district 
according to a base amount of $7500 per diatrict. The 
balance ia prorated according to A*D.M* of Handicapped 
students Served within prevalence limits and total 
district A*D.M* 



State share : lOOZ 

When secondary students attend Area Vocational Centers* 
The home school district contracts with the Area 
Center for the instructional progrjoi* The State 
Supported Minimum School Program end the $t4«Ce support 
vocational additional funds are used for this purpose. 

Local share I None 

Extent of Partici^tion t Eleven school districts 
presently cooperate with three Area Vocational Centers, 



State share : 100 percent of the program costs up to 
the limits described. 

Local share ; All costs in excess of the State 
reimbursement available to the district* 

Extent of Participation ? All 40 school districts, the 
Youth Development Center ^itd the School for the Deaf* 
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STATE SUPPORT, 1978-79 


UTAH 


name « rTQgrami Legal vexation; Amount A|i|v\i{pnatea for 1979*79; Percent of State Furgs Allocated: 
Program Descrlptioiu 


Calculation of State and Local S9iares of Program Cost; Extent 
of Sehod ntstriet Partleipatton* 


(c) $45 per pupil trained* Whenever the total amount of non^y <ln the fund will not 
cover the entitlenent due the dietrictsp the State Youth DevelopiDent Center and 
the School for the Deaf^ the noney available la prorated aaong the dletrict8» 
the State Youth Development Center and the School for the Deaf* 




BlLnuniAL EDDCATIcm $339»297 (OaiX) 




Allocation baaed upon the nunber ^f pupils with bilingual needs in the district 
claiaing entitlemnt beats to the total nuaiber of such pupils in all districts* 


State share: 100 percent 


MPSIC FB06SAHS IN ELEMBHXm SCHOOLS $480,000 (0*16X} 
R£SPWSIBL£ PAKBRIBOOD $249,952 (0*08Z) 


Extent of Participations Prorated to all districts 
baaed on A0A ^ AlHC for R-6 students 

i ■ 


For prograns designed to provide students with an understanding ot the responsiblli'- 
tiea of parenthood under guidelines developed by the State Board of Education 


State share 1 100 percent 


PT^IL SUPPORT SERVICES 




TRANSPORTATION FOR FDPILS $11^050*960 (3*S9Z) 




1, For reimburseaent of approved cost to local school district for to*froa school 

KA^ AAA\ ^ ^ 


Extent of Farticipatio/ . 40 districts 


2. Approved bus route s^les shall be proposed by school districts and approved by 
the State fiAA^fl Af Fdtif^At^inn 




3» Allocated to local districts for transporting pupils '':>r educational field 
trips» lyceuns* and other such programs ($504,960) 




Prorated to all 40 districts based on ADA •f ADM 

2 




The To S From School program aupporta the transportation of elementary pupils living 
1^ miles or more from school and secondary pupils living 2 miles or xsore from school* 




TB3rrB0ORS AND LABORATORY FEES $2,479,939 (0*81X) 




The funds help provide all textbooks and laboratory materials used by the pupils* 
Local school districts may sell lo pupils in grades nine through twelve at cost all 
aupplies used by the pupils. 


State shares 100 percent of calculation or prorated 
amount* 

Local shares None 

Extent of Participations All 40 school districts 
participate* Froracea to- all 40 diatricta baaed 

on ASIA 4* AIM 
2 
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STATE SUPPORT, 1978-79 



Name of PMgrami Legal CltatkM^ Amount Appropriated for 1978-79t Percent of State Fvmls AUoeatedj 
Program Description. 



Title 53, Oiopter 8, Otrfi Code Annotated, 1?53, ae aaended) 

the State echool lunch fund receives the yield of e special 8 pt.rcent sales tax en 
vine end liquor sold within the State. (Otah has a State-operated liquor monopoly 
syatea.) The law provides that the State Board of Education will apportion the 
yield of the tan aaonft the school districts of the State on the basis of the 
nuaber of Type A mala senred in lunch centers of the public schools. This fund 
will provide slightly oore then 7.5 cents per oeal during fiscal 1978-79. 



BMFLOTEB BBSBFITS 

STATE BETIBBMEHT & SOCIAI. SECURITY $61,708^400 . (2Q'05X) 

Otah Code Annotated 1953. 49-10-(l-46 



Retirement <$43,244,80O) 

The cost of the empl oyer and employee coatritmtion required by local school 
districts under the provisions of the Utah toployees* Retirement Act. The 
amount is 10 aO percijnt of total wages ^did to members • This is paid 1W)X 
by the State. 1975 legislation added an additional amount of 8.4% with 4.2Z 
paid by the Sfate and 4«2Z as an employee contribution. <For 1978-79) 



social Security <$18p463.600) 

Th^ cost of the en^loyer contribution required by local school districts under 
the terms of the Federal social Security Act. This is paid lOOX by the State 
plus matching requirements paid lOOX by the employee. 



CURREKT AtD FROGRAMSa K.E.Ca 

CLASSX-MD REOTCTICm $4.21O,0QO 

Apportioned to each school district based upon the number of pupils in average 
daily membership in grades one through three in the district bears to the total 
number of purils in such grades for the State. To reduce the average class In 
grades one throu^ three to an average of 24 students for the districts « In 
districts where the average class siee in grades one through three is less than 
24 students, the district shall utilise its proportionate share of the funds to 
reduce class aise in grades four, five, and six unless exception ia granted by 
the State Board of Education. 



EXFERMENTAL FR0GRAMS 

This fund is appropriated to the State Board of Education for allocation to 
school districts for total or partial funding of experimental programs pro- 
posed by local school districts. The programs selected for funding under this 
appropriation must be focused on priority problems established by the State 
Board of Education. 



5=5 



ERIC 



School districts must submit their proposed experimental programs to the State 
Board of Education for apf>roval. 

Not less than $100,000 shall be spent on irservice training activities for 
teachers and administrators designed to enable them to promote and teach the 
free enterprise system. Hot more than three-fourths of this amount shall be 
used to provide stipends for educators enrolled in courses to improve their 
qualification and ability to teach about the free enterprise system. 



mm 



Calculation of State and Local S^tares of Program Cost; Extmt 
of 8eho(fl District Participation. 



Sitate share : 100 percent of calculated amount. 

Local share : None required. 

Extent of Participation : 40 school districts 



State share : 14 . 2X 

Local share: None. (Employee contributes share) 



State share : 100 percent. 

Local share: None. (Employee contributes share) 



State share : 100 percent 

Extent of Participatio n: All 40 districts partici- 
pate, prorated according to AM! for grades 1 through 

3 



State share : 100 percent of the allocated amount. 
Local share : None 

Extent of Participation: Varies annually 




I 



STATE SUPPORT, 1978-79 



UtAR 



291 



Name of Program) Le^ Citation} Amount Appropriated for 19?8*79| Percent of State Funds Allocated; 
Program Deaeription. 



Caleidation of State and Local Shares of Program Cost; Extent 
of School District Participation. 



ERIC 



REGIONAL SBmCB UNITS 



$212.000 iO.07%) 



Thia fund ia appropriated to the State Board of Education for subsidizing regional 
aenrice centers organised and operated by school districts* 

Any regional group of school districts in the State may organise such a center and 
apply to the State Board for part of the appropriation* 

These units are located generally anong smaller rural districts and provide for then 
on a free or part-pay basis services of various kinds which the districts are too 
small to provide for themselves* Examples of services are joint purchasingi, 
Instructional media equipment and materials^ Special Education SpecialistSt etc* 



UTILITIES AND INSURANCE 



S2.6S0>Q00 (0*86%) 



The State's contribution to help pay costs of utilities and property » casualty and 
liability insurance shall be apportioned to school districts. 



CONTINGENCY FUND FOR TOE STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION 



$428,000 (Q*14;) 



The fund is appropriated to the State Board of Education. The State's contribution 
for the Itkboratory school at Utah State University shall be a part of this Contin- 
gency Fund and the State allocation vill indemnify school districts against loss 
of funds caused by released of students to the labov'atory school^ and funds are also 
allocated to local school districts vho have pupils attending out-of-state schools 
on an added cost basis* 



STATEWIDE EDUCATIONAL TELEVISION 



Est* $230>OOD (Q*08X) 



The preparation of statewide educational television programs during the school day. 



CAPITAL SUPPORT PROGRAMS 

SCHOOL BUILDING EQUALIZATION PROGRAM 1978-79 $ .>1,700»00Q Q.aOX) 

(Title 53> Chapter 11^ and 53-7-8*l» Utah Code Annotated* 1953, as ^'^ndedJ 

State Aid - State Supported Amount - Local (1!^ 5 Mills) 

State Supported Amount would be the greater of d) or <2> following: 

^ ^ ^ Continuing ^onnule amount * 

$110 X WPU's ,40 yearly Bond Frincipel* 

(2) Critical Formula Amoint 

•33 [District Aajusted - (.95 X unused bonding + reserves)] 
Survev Need 



Plua yearly debt service 



^(Subject to limits) 
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State share : 100 percent of the funds provided by the 
legislature* 

Local share ? Kone required* Districts included in 
areas served by regional units usually do contribute 
to the center an agreed amount or buy from the center 
at a less than total cost basis services which the 
center has available* 

Extent of Participation : 4 units — 26 districts* 



State share : 100 percent. 

Extent of Participation : Prorated to all 40 districts 
according to A«D.M* 



State share : 100 percent of calculated or prorated 
aiBount. 

Local share: None 



State share : $183,000 est. 

Local share : $45»000 calculated at about 13^ per pupil 
!:jctent of Participation : 40 school districts 



State t re: $11»700«00 

It State supported a&iount vill be the greater of the 
C< naing fonsula amount or Critical fonmila amount 
a r*nited for each district* In order to qualify for 
a .i.jnce under the school building State Supported 
program a school district shall meet the follovin^ 
requireoentf : 

(a) Adopt a :os^rehensive school building program 
Vhich is accepted by the State Board of Educatiout 
and 

(b) Levy for the applicable year a property tax of 
13.5 mills* 
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STATE SUPPORT, 1978-79 



Name of Pwgraini tcgal Cftationi Amount Appropriated for 1978-79| Percent of State Funds AUocatedj 
Program OeMription. 



Utah also provide© a $l»0O0»OOO revolving loan fund for qualified districts 
unable to complete a school building project with existing district bonding 
and all other resources^ 
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UTAH 



Calculation of State and Local Shares of Program Coeti Extent 
of SehMd District Participation, 



(c) Levy a tax of at least 18 mills «diich shall 
include tte qualifying levy of 13 • 5 mills for 
each year the district qualifies for critical 
school building program assistance* 

(d) Conmlt uncooBiltted building funds in the district 
at the dose of the fiscal year isoedlataly 
preceding the year for which application for 
critical school building aid Is made to the 
critical school building program* Revenues from 
bond sales committed to building projects not 
Included In the updated critical needs shall be 
consider^ as available revenues* 

(e) In school districts where the proceeds of 13*5 
mills equal or exceed the school building state 
aapported program there shall be annually levied 
a property tax sufficient to provide funds for 
the orderly replacement of school building 
facilities in accordance with policies and 
procedures prcxmilgated by the State Soard of 
Education* 
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VERMONT 

POBilC SCHOOL FINANCE PROGIUH* 1978*79 



Edwa.'ci J* Fabian > Deputy Connlaa loner ^ served as the State authority for preparation and 
review of this program report. 



Selected School Finance Facts 



SIATE SUPFORT 

1. The State provided an estimated 41 percent of Stated- 
local revenues fdr eleaentaty and secondary public 
schools for 1978-79. 

2* State aid Is primarily provided, from annual 
appropriations. 

3^, No uniform per pupil amount la guaranteed by the 

State. Districts are reimbursed for a part of their 
expenditures In the second prior year vlch the 
percentage share varying according to district iraalth. 

4« The folloiilng assessment changes since 1973-76 have 
been reported: 

- **Llsted Value'' now equals 100 percent of the 
appraisal value Instead of 50 percent. 

* "Equalized Grand List'' used In the State* s 
equalization aid formula Is now defined as 1 
/ percent of fair market valu) of taxable 

property. Taxable polls have h^en dropped « 

- A land use tax of 10 percent of the fair 
market value Is charged when agricultural 

or managed forest land Is converted to other 
uses* 



IjOCAL SUPPORT 

!• There are 246 fiscally Independent districts In the 
State. 

2. Property taxes are the only source of local revenues* 

3. There Is no required minimum local contribution to 
the basic support program* 

4. School tax rates are determined by an annual vote 
of district voters* There Is no maximum district 
rate or levy specified by the State* 

5. Districts cannot incur any Indebtedness for public 
Improvements » which exceeds ten times the grand list» 
except for bond issues where the proceeds wdAl be 
used in ^conjunction with State construction aid* 
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Kame of Procrami Legal CttaUoni Amount ApfNroplated for 1978-79| Percent of State Funds AUoeatedi 
Pvopan Descrlptloiu 



Calculation of State and LomI Shares of Profram Costi Extent 
of School District Participattom 



TOXtf. 

BASIC SUPPORT FRDGBAMS 

(S»ERAL STATE AXD» VSkp Title 16 
344lt3443-3445» 3469-3472 



$58,891.053 (lOPg) 
$39>0Q0a61 (66.23X) 



State will pey approKiaatetyr29 percent of the current operating expenditures (minus 
most Federal^ State and tuition receipts) of second preceding fiscal year (1977) « 

Pupil count is baaed on first 30 days of Average Daily Mentership» <fall 1977 school 
year, fiscal year 1978. 

No niniiwtm tax effort is specified* 



PUlPtL TARGET6I) INSTRgCTiaRAI* 



SPECIAL EWCATICn FOR DTSABLED AND BAKDICAFPPBD FER$(»iS 
V.S.A.t Title I69 Section 2948» 2951» 2953 



$11^078^85 (18>81X) 



VO€ATI(»IAL EDUCATION 

Title 16, Section 168 



$3>213>541 (5.46X) 



State aid is paid to area high schools on approved vocational programs and trans- 
portation. 



sec 



State Shsre g Varies inversely with 4istrict wealth per 
average daily meoibership as derived from the equalised 
grand list. The amount to each district varies from 
approximately 3S to 66% of local current .expenditures. 



Local Share 



alance of costs. 



Extent of Participation ; 246 districts with 106,938 
pupils in A.D.N. 



State Share s The State pays the costs of special 
education which* exceeds the average per pupil cost ^#f 
the district. Also, the State provides a^Supplementary 
grant of 75 percent of the actual salaries and wages of 
teachers and aides. 



The State also contributes $2.00 per child for all 
children enrolled in a district towards the expense of 
evaluations for the pirpose*of establishing eligibility 
for special education. 

Local Share? Balance costs. 



Extent of Participation ; 7»976 pupils < 



The formula will pay each approved L.E.A. a share of 
that L.E.A. *s expenditures. 

The formula has four factors: disadvantaged students* 
low income families* ability to pay, and unemployment 
per P.L. 94-482, Ovar 5QZ of the money must be allocated 
against the second and third factors* 



The formula is: 

state share (A) *• P X District Need Index 

The District Need Index is determined as follows: 

DNI - 0.2 (DP) ♦ 0.3 (LI) ♦ 0.3 (EGL) ♦ 0.2 (UN) 
Where : 

DP w Disadvantaged Pupil Indj^x 
LI « Low Income Family Index^l 
EGL » Ability to Pay Index 
UN a Unemployment Index 



Each L.n.A.^s Share is calculated as follows: 

1. Calculate DNI for each LEA 

2. Multiply each LEA 'a expenditure by DNI to get 
weighted expenditure 

3. Sum all weighted expenditures to get .1 total 
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Name of Program; Legal Cttationf Amount Appropriated for 1978*79; Percent of State Fluids AUoeatedt 
Pr^am Deseriptionu 



1 



DRIVER EDUCATION 

V.S«A. Title 16, Sections 1045*1048 



PUPIL SUPPORT SERVICES 
CHILD NltTRITION 

V.S.A.» Title 16, Sections 1261-2, 1264-5 
CAPITAL SUPPORT PROGRAMS 
CONSTRUCTION AID 

V.S«A. Title 16, Section 3447-50, 3456-7 

For projects approved by State Board of Education 

INDEBTEDNESS FOR SCHOOL CONSTRUCTION ^ 
V.S*A. Tijrle 16, Section 3448 



$595,000 (l>Qi:g) 



$378,966 (0>64%) 



$2,500,000 



$2,125,000 f^_i7l 



Calculatim of SUte and Locia ^ 
of School Dtetrlel Pttrtf ctpatioiu 



Shares of Program Coati Extent 



4* Divide State Funds available by total weighted 

expenditures to determine P 
5« Multiply each LSA*s Weighted Expenditure by P 

to get Staters share* 

State Share s State pays up to $60«00 per year for 
each pupil completing the course • 

Extent of Participation s 74 ^schools with 8,800 pupils. 



State Share : Stafe pays 30Z of all approved costs 
for construction, additions, alterations or 
acquisitions* 



State Share : State pays 20S o£ yearly payneift on 
principal and interest on bond tissues ^ approved for 
construction " ' 



VIRCINZA 



PUBLIC SCHOOL FINANCE PROGRAM, 1978-79 



F. Brent Sandidge, As.ilstaot Super intiendent for Administration and Finance* served 
asi the State authority for preparation and reviev of this program report. 



1. 



2. 



3. 



Selected School Finance Facts 



STATE SUPPORT 



4* 



The State pruvid^fd an esrimated 37 percent of 
St«te*-local revenues for eiemntary and secondary 
public school In 1978-79. This amount Includes 
the State sales tax rebate. 

State funds for public schools were derived from 
appropriations for the 1978-80 bienniura. 

One percent of the State sales tax is returned 
to school distrlcrs on the basis of their school 
age* population. These amounts are counted as 
part of the required local contribution to the 
- basic did program on the basis of calendar year 
receipts. 

The State set the basic operations cost of the 
Standards of frailty Program at $901 per pupil 
for 1978-79. 



2* 



LOCAL SUPPORT 

The State has Ul fiscally depa:»dent school districts. 

Looally raised revenues for schools are not limited 
to property taxes. The looal governing boards approve 
school budgets.' There is tio maximum local govemmenr 
tax rate or levy. 

Local debt issues are limited to 18 peri^cnt of assessed 
valuation for cities only. County govamments do not 
have that restriction. 
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Name of Proin-an-i; Lentil ^"itation? Amount Appropriated for 1978-79; Percent of State Funds Allocated; 
Program Description. 



$H06,650>71C 



TUis uro^-rar.. entitled "Standards of Quality" (SOQ) provides funcis for aperat^on 
-^tanJards tor ^.Tadea kitidergarten throuf^Ji 12 as prescribed by the Board of Edu- 
catio:. jubjrc* to ^-evisioi; by the General Assembly. This fund included "Basic 
Operation Cost" which is a provision for personnel at a ratio of 48 professional 
pojiticr.^j for, each 1,000 pupils, or proportionate number thereof, in Average 
i-axly Memberb^ip ^ADM) for the sa-ie fiscal year for which the costs are com- 
pu*ed* This fund includes proviDions for driver education, library materials 

^*.lwr teaching materials, teacher sick leave^ general administration, free 
»extbooK» .pef-arion and maintenance of school plant, trrnsportation of pupils, 
i::ij*ruc* : Jtidl television, professional and staff improvement, summer school in- 
:::: fuc Mci.al r.-^sti^ Other thaj* personnel, school food services, remedial work of 
•eavher education - staff improvement., fixed charges and other costs in pro^a.'ns 
::r^ tur.ded by the State and/or Federal categorical aid. 

r.'iH jalculat :or of the statewide cost of the aggregate personnel standard does 
.-.v * ii.cl .de the costs from supplemental retirement, social security and group 
,;.j^rance programs from State funds appropriated by other items of this act. 

"Av-ia.re laily Merribership" (ADM) except as used in the "composite Index ol* Local 
Ac-.:.* j-Fay*\ is the average daily membership !or the first sever: (7) moriths 
.T^r eqAvaient period) of the school year in which State funds are distribute!. 

" Jv^n.posre l;;dex of local ability-to-pay" is an index figure computed for each 
l^cali^y. Ihe composite index is the sum of 1/3 the index of wealth per pupil 

H. A?r: ^or.p'jted for 197^ and 1/6 the index of wealth per capita (1973 census 
;n;ate/ ; rhe State average in the composite index is 50* The indexes of 

wt^alrh are determined by combining the following constituent index elements with 
*hf^ indicated weigtiting: (1) true value of real estate and public service cor* 
;■ f4» lotis a:^ reported by the State Department oV Taxation for the calendar year 

I. ^ '^ - 5vJ percer^t: (2) individual income level for the calendar year 1975 as 
.;e*er?riined by Tayloe Murphy Institute at the University of Virginia and as re- 

. r*fJ tv the Departmant uf Educatiori no later than December 15, 1977 - AO per- 

3' Ttie saler; tor calendar year 1975 which are subject to the State genf^ral 
-.Uil^ii ,a;.d rax - 10 percent. Each constituent index element for a locality is 
i'a ^er- Al)M, or per capita, expressed as a percentage Of the State average 
Let* A:.\, .ir per capita, tor the same element. 
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Calculation of State and Local Shares of Program Cost; Extent 
of School District Farticlpatlon. 



State share : Total cost of basic operation cost for 
the locality less the locality's revenues from State 
sales and use tax returned on the basis of school 
ase populatic:; for snles in the calendar year pre- 
ceding that in which the school year begins and less 
the required local expenditure. 

Local share : Total cost of basic operation cost for 
that locality less the ocality's revenues from State 
sales and use tax returned on the basis of school age 
population for sales in the calendar year preceding 
thit in which the school begins the result of which is 
multiplied by the localities composite index. The 
State and local share may be computed as follows: 

1. Basic Cost per pupil ($901) x ADM - 
Total Cost of Program 

2. Deduct 1% sales tax revenue from Total Cost of 
Program 

3- :^ultiply remainder by Local Corrposite Index - 
Local Share 

4. Deduct Local Share from Total Cost of Pro^-ran, z 
State Share 

In order to determine If a ccr.ool division has met its 
required local expenditure, deduct from the locality's 
total cost, all capital outlay and debt service, re- 
ceipts from State categorical aids {other than capital 
outlays}, receipts from Federal categorical aids (other 
than Public Law 81-87A and for capital outlays), re- 
ceipts for gasoline tax rerunds, tuition from another 
county, or city, other payn^ent.o from other iSt.ate a^'^ri- 
..ies and others. From this amount will be deducted the 
Ltate share of the basic operation cost and the State 
saleg and use tax returned (on basis of school age 
population) lor sales in the calendar year preceeding 
that in which the school year begins. The resulL of the 
above calculation must be equal to or greater than ^he 
required local expenditure. Should the remainder be 
greater than the required local expenditure, this amount 
niay not be reduced unless the locality first con:j.l;e,s 
with all the prescribed Standards cf Quality. 
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STATE SUPPORT, I978-79 



Name of Program^ Legal Citation^ Amount Appropriated for 1378-79; Percent of State Funcfc Allocated; 
Program Den^iption. 



"Required Local Expend Ituro** is Jeflned the locality's ci^posite index times th 
excess of its ba3ic operat ion cojt over itH revenues from :3tate s^le;* arid use tax 
returned on the basis of scI*-. 1 age population* 

Basic Aid Payments represent basic operation cost and payments in addition to that 
co:3t» Ba^ic operation cosl is established at $901 per pupil in ADM for the Fiscal 
Year 1978-79* However, if a locality determines th'at it can maintain an educa- 
tional pro-am meeting the prescribed standards of quality at a lesser cost per 
pupil, such lo'ulity may claim a lesser allocation of State funds> but no locality 
shall spend lesj than $655 per pupil. 



General conditions of Standards of Quality Funding: Each locality sliall offer a 
school program which is acceptable to the State Department of Education as con- 
forming? to the SOC prot^ram requirements. 

Jther tundmp provisionj affecting Basic Aid Payments are as follows: 

\0 Lv);5S PAY>i£:;T^ $9>736.U95 (1,21% i 

Uo locality shall receive from the total of the Basic Aid Payments (Basic opera- 
tions Cost - $901 i a lesser amount than it wou-.d have received for the last year 
at the previous biennium for the same purpose from the State fund appropriation 
if ttiat full appropriation had been available for distribution; provided, how- 
ever, tinat this no loss guarantee will not be applicable to the extent there is 
a loss of pupils in ADM* 



LNJEirnv^: rAYM;:Ts $iq>Quo,oqo (U2A%) 

An aildit. ;.ot.al inccntave Slate payment if the ?ocal public school (.operation expendi- 
t.urv3 excoeJ the required local exper*diture as computed Tor Bacic Aid Payments on 
an aajumed ..ost per pupil in ADM of $901 to a limit of $120U per pupil. The State 
payneiit chall be 5% of ouch excess experidlt ure, 

:>RIVEH EDVCATIO.N* PAYT-tSrJTS* $1,0^9,000 (0.23%) 

a) i iiJ F,a>':-.cr:^ jl:all be made 'jnly from non-general 1 unds collected and paid into the 
IVxvor E.lucat.or: Fuiid esfablished pursuant to specific general laws of Virginia. 

b^ :iv^*.wiMj3^ar;dii:t'; any coiitrary previsions of law, the apportionment to localities of 
Mill} payment ahali be made as an unrtesi^ated component oi' the State jharc of the 
bajic operation lost. However, revenues collected in excess of the aniount listed 

^lAA s'ibprj.T*am shall be apportioned to the localities on a pro rata basis rela- 
tive t-o The number of pupils compU^ting an approved driver education course, sub- 
t.j r-';lej and re^ilations of the Board of Education, 



VIRCINIA 



Calculation of State and Lc^cal Shares of Program Cost; Extent 
1 of Sctiool District Participation. 



Other Provisions to Basic Operation Cost. In event 
the~T6tai State aaies and use tax revenues distributed 
to localities is less than that estimated by Depart- 
ment of Taxation, the "State share and the required 
local expenditure shall not be increased. Estimates 
of State sales and use tax are^ furnished to localities 
not later than April 1 in ttK/year the school year 
begins • 
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STATE SUPPORT, 1978-79 



VIHCINIA 



2M 



Name of Ppogramj Legal Citation? Amount Appropriated for 1978-79; Percent of State Puncb Allocated: 
Program Description. ^ 



Calculation of State and Local 
of School District Participation 



Shares of Program Coat; Extent 



ADDITIONAL STA.VDAHDS OF QUALITY FUNDING: These are .programs mandated by the conatitu- 
tior, defined by the Board of Education and revised by the general aasaably* 

SPf-CIAL EDUCATION PAYMENTS $23.35^>a45 (2,90%) 

the specific amount to be allotted for each condition of exceptlooality, as defined 
by Department of Education , shall be determined by Department of Education on the 
basis of the Individual program required. Payments are based on current year costs 
and vary by type of handicap. 



OCCUPATIONAL-VOCATIONAL EDUCATION PAYMENTS 



$21,879,550 (2.71X) 



An aiiditional state payment for each pupil in ASm who is enrolled in a full-time 
vocational program approved by the Department of Education* The specific amount 
for eacn pupil in ADM will be determined by the Department on the basis ^f the 
individual program. 



GIFTED AllD TALENTED PAYMENTS 



ADULT EDUCATION PAYMENTS 



$ 1,584,600 (0.20%) 



$ 377,500 



(0.05%) 



All additional State payment for general adult educational programs in the proportion 
of 60% of a fixed cost per pupil or cost per class. 

FOSTER HOME CHILDREN | 1,626,240 (0,2QX) 

An additional State payment for the prior year's local operations cost, as determined 
by the Department of Education, for each pupil who is attending public school in the 
locality althou^ previously a resident in another locality, becautc* of placement in 
a foster hooe by the Department of Corrections. 



AID TO LOCALITIES OTHER THAN STANDARDS OF QUALITY: 
;^THER P43IC SUPPORT PROGRAMS 



DIVISION SUPERINTENDENT SALARIES 



$ 777,695 (0.10%) 



Pays the state's share of the basic salary of division superintendents eacn year o*^ 
the biennium. 



SALES TAX PAYMENTS 



$174,600,000 21.67%) 



A portion of net revenue Trom the State sales and use tax is distributed to localities 
for maintenar-ce^ operation, capital outlays, debt and interest payments, and other 
t^xpense incurred in the operation of free public schools. 



State share : $50 per pupil not to exceed 3 percent 
of the total number of pupils in ADM in the locality. 



State share : The fu.nds are distributed to localities 
on the basis of school-age population ♦ 
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3*>" STATE SUPPORT, 1978-79 


VIROIHIA 


• 

Name of Program; Legal Citationi Amount Appropriated for 1978-79| Percent of State Funds Alioeated$ 
Program Deiu^ription, 


Calculation of SUte and Local Shares of Program Co$t| Extent 
of tchoeH District Participation. 


smm SCHOOL payments $ 1,200.000 (0.15%) 




Ihis funding program provide:, an opportunity for pupila to participate in courses not 
completed satisfactorily and to take new credit work during the o-jomor. 


State share: One-half of the par-ouDil cost not to 
exceed $25. 


PUPIL TAi?CETED INSTRUCTIONAL PROGRAMS 




;b^pecial Education) 
Vocational Bducktion) 

Driver Education! See al?o Basic Support Prngram 
Adult Education! 
Foster Home Children) 




SPECIAL EDUCATION PAYMENTS ^ $15,939,075 {1,98%) 




Thiij amount represents State funds not federally matched for special education pro- 
^rajria, includme: h(»nebound instruction; preschool afie handicapped children pro- 
^anu; hospital; clinic and detention home teachers; training for special educatioix, 
personnel; trjiuportatioii for certain handicapped children; tuition assistance for 
eligible handicapped children; and vocational education for the handicapped* 




PUPIL JUPPURT PK'XSRAtS 


* 


i UriL TRA^ViPORTATION VaYME.NTS $20,500,000 (2»54%) 

Thi^i total amount is available as reimbursement to the localities for the transpor- 
tation of pupils ty said Worn school. "* 


State share: Board of Education retaliations provide, 
among other specifics, that for eligible localiti-^*?, 
kO% of the appropriation available be distributed 
the basis of the number of pupils transported, 40% 
on the number of miles traveled by each bus, and 20^ 
on the number of buses meeting State standards. 


TEXT he:;tal rAY:-!E:;TS 




Ai* ..'^tinat<"l $1,350,000 will be available for distribution. The statewide rental or 
t'rv' textbook syslor; to provide an amount not exceeding $2*00 per pupil enrolled in 
a ^i^h'-ol iivisior.. The additiorial provision frc^ this item shall be paid only from 
any unexpenviod goncrml fund balance, as of June 30, 1978, in excess of that estimated 
fur jubmiscluii ^0 the General Assembly of the Budget Bill in January 197y. 




EDUCATIi'-riAL TELEVIlStOK $ 2.795.600 (0.35%) 




Ihe amount of $2^795,600 was appropriated to carry out putlic teiec«nmunication ser- 
vi'.e3, incluiiri^ television programs as requested and appri zed by local school divi- 
sions and the Department of Education pursuant to the Master State Tlan for Public 
Te I ec ommun i c a t i ons • 
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STATE SUPPOKT, 1978-?e 




?^*»^! Citatloni Amount Appropriated for 1978-79; Pereont of State Pumb Allocated* 
rraprBin ueseripttofi. 


Catodation of Stale and Local Sliares of Program Coi^i Extant 
of SelMxd District Partieipatioiu 


SCHOOL FOCD $5,236,015 (0.6551) 




QffLOYEE BENEFITS 




SOCIAL SBCURm BENEFITS $42,133,980 (5.22%) 




The progri*a includes reinbura«saeot to each local school board of the actual employer's 
Social Security payments made oy it, cm behalf of teachers, to the Contribution Fund 
pursuant to the C»ie of Virginia. 


State share: Payment by the state far a Iatmi or-Hnni 
board shall be limited for professional instructional 
staff members to the employer's cost for a number not 
exceeding 48 per 1,000 pupils in AM, and for their 
salaries not exceeding an average of $11,866* 


GROUP LIFE INSUMNCE $3,104,640 (0.39%) 




The program includes the State contribution on behalf of teachers who participate in 
group insurance. 




TEACHER RBTIRaffiMT PAYMENTS $62,002,845 (7.69%) 


« 


Ihia program includes the State contribution, on behalf of teachers to the retirement 
allowance account as pro , Jed by the Code of Virginia. 




CURRENT AID PROGRAMS. N.E.C. 




PILOT STUDIES PAYMENTS $1,050,000 (0.13») 


o 


The funding urider this program provides local school divisions assistance in con* 
ducting research projects designed to improve the quality of education. 
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WASBINGTON 



PUBLIC SCHOOL FINWCE PROGRAM, 1978-79 



Maynard J« r^thison» Director i School t^iscal Services » served as 
the State authority for preparation and review for this program 
report • 



Selected School Finance Facts 



STATS SUf POHT 

Approximately 08 perc^t of the State-local revenues for 
elementary and secondary public schools were provided by 
tho State. 

o 

A statewide property tax is collected at the rate of $3.60 per 
$1,000 of asscjsed valuation as adjusted to 100 percent of 
true and fair value by the county assessment ratio* This 
tax yielded $296*3 million for 1978-79 and c<»tiprised 40 
percent of the State revenues for public schools » 

General Fund appropriations for public schools covered the 
1977-79 biennum. In addition, the following funds were 
eannarked for 1978-79: 

a. State Forest Funds earmarked for the conxnon School 
Construction Funds— $102.6 million; 

b. 20 percent surtax on moving violations eeur*marked 
for traffic safety education— $7.6 million. 

A new apportionment formula for ,the basic support program 
was implemented in the -1978-79 school year. Fund it jg 
which had previously been based on weighted pupils was 
replaced by a system of staff units based on full time 
equivalent pupils. The State guarantee for each 
district Is then based on its salaries for the number 
of formula generated certificated and non-certificated 
employeor:*. The State guaranteed salary improveronts of 
4^ 6, or 9% in the district depending upon the 
comparison of the district's average salary to the average 
statewide salary^ whichever is hi^er. The allowable 
annual percentage growth in, salaries varies inversely with 
district current salaries. Districts with the highest 
rurront salaries are restricted the most. The aim is 
to narrow the interdistrict expenditure gap. In 1978-79, 
appropriations funded 85 percent of the authorized full 
level of guaranteed funding. 

The basic aid guarantee varies among the districts , 
primarily because of salary differences, but the average 
^aranteed amount represents about 75 percent of 
statewide average per pupil cost of $1,611. 



LOC AL SUPFORT 

1. The State has 300 fiscally independent school districts. 

2. Local property taxes passed as excess levi'js in 1978-79 » 
amounted to $306 million. 1]bls amount excludes the 3tate 
required property tax* The actual amount levied was 
$295 million at an average rate of $4.73jB?r thousand 
and accounted for 66 percent of all local revenue. 

3. A county one percent real estate transaction tax * 
amountod to $101 million and accounted for an additional 

2P. percent of local revenues in the same year. Miscellaneous 
foes and rentjpULs and in lieu of excise tax payments provided 
the balance of local funds. No nonp'roper^y local taxes 
are authorized for school purposes.* 

4. CoBsmenCiRg with the 1978-79 school year, 1979 tax collection 
year, excess levies on real and personal property are liinited 
tc^ ten percent of the prior yearns basic education allocation 
csdculated at 100 percent of f tmmila plus difference 
between the actual basic education funding level *and 100 percent 
of formula. If the total revenue per ptipil for the succeeding 
year does not at least equal 104 p^oent of the total revenue 
per pupl4 for the prior year, an excess* levy may be authorized 
to make up the difference. 

5. Excess levy funding for publico schools requires a 60 percent 
voter approval with AO percent of the voters "voting in the 
previous elections needed to validate the election. Excess 
levies may be authorizekj for no more than two years with voter 
approval. 

.6. Basic local school support from property taxes (excluding 

special levy taxes on property) is collected at the State level 
and* is distributed to schools in the apportiopraent formula 
on an eqaalised basis. \ 

7. Some $124 million was the local contribution to the basic 
support prograni for 1976-79. The source of these funds are 
itemized under "Local Share**- of the basic Support Program, otj 
the following page. The amount reported excludes property 
taxes collected as a statewide tax. 
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STATE SUPPORT fcont*d) 

• 

&• Aa evidence ol property tax relief achieved under the new 
program of Stafce aid, the State reports a decline in 
earcesa levies approve<^ for collection in 1979 from $306 
-million on anticipated collection of $146 million in 
1980. 

7, The employer contributions to the Teacher *3 Retirement 
Systen and for Classified Personnel are programs fully 
funded by the State and are not reported as school aid 
in the program description. The 1978*79 State contri* 
hution was $89 .2 million. 

a. Seattle School District No. 1, St. Al, v. State of 
Washington » the State Sui:ireroe Court rulea in SeptmEer 
19;ir8, that the State bad not met its constitutional 
duty to fund ample education in a general and uniform 
way. 
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LOCAL SOPFORT (cont'd) 

The dist-*ict debt limit is equal to 3/8 of one percent of 
the value of taxable property without voter approval. 
With a 60 percent voter approval, the debt limit rises to 
Zi percmt of taxable property. Again, with a 60 percent 
voter approval, the debt linjit rises an additional 2J 
percent of taxable property vsdues. 
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8TATB SUPPORT, I97»-79 



Name of Pragrami Legal Citation; Amount AKMro|Nlated for 1978-791 Percent of State Funds Allocated; 
Program Description* 



TOTAL S976.389»983 (1Q0,0») 

BASIC SUPPORT PROGRAK 



GERBRAL FUND— BASIC SUPPORT PORTION $746t2»3,L0C0 (76>43») 

(Current expense, Grades K-i2) 

(Ch. 339t Laws of 1977 1st Ex. Seas.) 



I. The appGrtionaent fotoiala provides a guaranteed level of support for local 
school districts using certain local sources in costbination vith State funds* 
The **guarantee level" for 1978-79 varies by district decoding on salary 
levels for both certificated and classified personnel* number of vocational-* 
secondary pupils* and by siae of district if a snail high school (less than 
300 pupils) and/or if reoote and neceasary as approved by the State Board of 
Education* 



Districts were divided into three groups, according to salary levels: 1) maxi- 
amis control level districts; 2) above average districts; and 3) belov average 
districts. Each year»»^alary increasea for each district in the first group 
are limited to 4 percent of the district's current salary* Districts in the 
second group oay increase salaries by 6 percent* but not to exceed any salary 
paid by districts in the highest group* Districts in the lowest group may in- 
crease salaries up to 9 percent of their current year level* Districts with 
below average salari^eS have an incentive to raise salaries to the statewide 
average which is fully funded by the State* Salary increases are funded in 
the first year from local revenues sources* but in subsequent years comt under 
the provisions of the general Pund Basic Support Portion* 

The State average guarantee per full-time<-equivalent fapil* current year* is 
$1206 — maximum $11*681* Tberr is one district with ou}y three pupils re- 
ceiving the maximum amount* There is one district with ^8 pupils receiving 
only $863 per pupil due to extremely low salary levels* 

(a) Total Base Enrollment * Each full^time^uivalent pupil (PTE) is counted^ 
as the base enrollment* Included in this fugure are kindergarten pupils 
at one half* all FTE pupils in grades ^-12 and part-time students from 
private schools* 

An allocation of one certificated staff unit is provided for each 23.3 
FTE pupils; one classified unit for each three (3) certificated units; 
and one nonempl03ree«*r$lated cost unit for each certificated unit* 
(When fully implemented the plan calls for 1 certificated unit for each 
20 PTE pupils)* 

Secondary-Vocational * One certif ic:ated staff unit is allowed for each 
19*6 secondary-vocational FTE pupils enrollc'd (900 annual hours)* (At 
full implementation* one certificated unit will equal 16*67 vocational 
secondary FTE pupils)* - ($37* 383»591) 



(b) 
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Calculation of State and Loral Shares of Program Coat; Extent 
of Sehoot Distriet Partteipatton* 



State share : Beginning January I* 197S» basic property 
tax payments began to be collected by the State* Th-* 
regular assesraent of property tax had previously beti.: 
a^ local revenue which was deducted frc»i the total sup* 
port level* The deduction was ccxsputed using an as* 
sessed valuation adjusted by the particular county as- 
sessment ratio. This revenue is ow a State resource 
and ia included as a portion of the funds used to tnee t 
the State's obligation to maintain the support ieveir * 
The actual tax is paid at the baaic rate of $3*60 per 
$1000 of assessed Valuation at 100 percent as is id- 
justed by the county assessment ratio* The actual ad- 
justed tax rate is expected to be $4.60 per ^$1000 of 
assessed valuation ^payable in the 1979 calendar year. 

Local share ?! Local revenue is deducted from the total 
support level* This procedure equal iees the revenue 
deducted since local dollars reduce the State payment 
necessary to reach the guaranteed support level* Local 
revenues deducted at 100 percent include: 

(a) Real Estate Transaction Tax (IX of the sale price 
of property)* 

(b) State In-Lieu-Of Tax Payments (not P*L* 874), 

(c) County Forest Funds. 

(d) Public Utility District Excise Tax. 

(e) State Forest Funds* due from an excess levy* 

(f ) Timber Excise Tax Reserve Fund* due from a 
special levy* 

(g) Federal Forest Reserve Funds. 

(h) Federal In-Lieu (other than P*L* 874)* 

Total local dollar contribution is estimated at $124 
million* 



STATE SUPPORT, 1978-79 



P^^l D^pil^^ Citation; Amount Appropriated for 1978-79; Percent of State Fumte Alloeatedi 



toaote and Kecessary Oistricts or Plants vithin Diatrtcta , The State 
ioard of Education has Judged all distrieta with less than 100 PTE 
pupila to be remote and neceaaary. An allocation of 2*5 certificated 
staff units is provided for the first 60, or any part thereof* PTE in 
grades K*65 .85 certificated ataff unit for the first 20^ or any pert 
thereof p PTE in gradea 7-8, After 60 or after 20 FTB, one certifi-* 
cated staff unit for each 23.5 PTE is allowd. ($34,100«603) 

Saall Hi ^ Schools ♦ Por diatricta operating high schools vith less than 
300 PTE pupils* sa certificated staff units have been provided for the 
first 60 PTE pupils <or part thereof if total 9-12 enrollment is leas 
than 60 PTE); .85 certificated staff unit for each 43.5 PTE pupils no to 
the 300 pupil level. ^ ^ ^ 

(e) Salary Levels > The 1977 Legislature esibarked on a program to equalise 
certificated and classified salaries over a period of time. The 1976- 
77 average salaries improved each year by 4 percent for highest paying 
districts, 6 percent for those above average, and 9 percent for below 
average districts, plus 7 percent for fringe benefitt^ (district costs) 
for certificated personnel and 14 percent (includes district retirement 
contribution) for classified personnel are the basis for this calculation < 

Nonemploy ee^Relgted Costs . Por pupils in basic education programs, the 
nonempioyee^related costs allocation is $155.32, for vocational-second- 
ary pupils (PTE) it is $328.47. These are expressed in terms of $3650 
and $6438 per certificated staff unit. 

En rol Iron t Decline Certificated Staff Units ♦ To provide an alleviation 
for absorbing costs in districts vfaere enrollu^nts between 1977-78 and 
1978-79 have declined by 300 pupils or 4 percent* whichever ia less, 
certificated staff units — one per 23.5 pupils-<-will be allowed for one* 
half of the decline. Por example, if a decline of 94 pupils equaled 4 
percent, then an allocation of one certificated staff unit for each 
23.5 pupils for half of 94 pupils or 47 divided by 23.5 - 2 units vould 
he provided at the district's certificated staff compensation level. 
There vould not be a classified unit or a nonemployee related costs allo- 
cation made for these units. ($5,683,101) 

(h> 1978^79 Allocations are based upon 85 percent of t!.e formula. 
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WASHINGTON 30S 



Caleiaation of Slate and Loeal Sliares of Proffram Coati Extent 
of Seho<A District Partidpation. 



Extent of part icipat ion t 300 Total Districts 

296 are eligible for Ftate 
funds 

4 districts enrolling 12.5 
pupils will not receive 
State apportionment aid 
in 1978^*79 because of 
large amounts received of 
Pederal Poreat funds. 
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UASfilRGXOH 



Name of Programi Lagal Citationi Amount Appropiatad for 1978^79| Pereent of State Funds AUooatedi 
Pragram Deseriptiom 



Calotdetton of State and Loeal Shares of Program Coeti Bxtmt 
of Sohool Distrloi Partielpation. 



PUPIL TARGETED INSTRUCTIOMAL PRDCRAMS 

rm> FOR EDQCATION OP fiMDlCAPTCD CHILDREN $48,994,549 (5>Q2») 

{Cti. 339* Laws of 1977 1st Ex. Seas. ) 



ERLC 



Basie apportionment eupport la paid for etl FIB students , including tboee pupile 
vith phyiical» esotionel and learning handieape* In addition* a separate appro- 
priation and distribution of approved excftss cost funds is made for handicapped 
pupils. 

Excess cost funds provide additional revenue to local school districts to provide 
handicapped education progr a&s. Additional teaching staff* above ^at exists for 
Che basic program, are allowed local districts to provide teacher/pupil ratios 
determined essential for differing types of handicapping conditions, these ratios 
are: 



Handicapped 



Self -Contained Classroom 
Pupil/Teacher Rat i p ^ 



1. 


Multiple Handicapped 


6 


to 


1 


2. 


Sensory Handicapped* Blind 


6 


to 


.1 


3. 


Sensory Handicapped* 
Rearing Impaired (Deaf and 










Hard of Hearing) 


6 


to 


1 


4. 


Gross Ifdtor 4 Orthopedieally 










tispaired 


a 


to 


1 


5. 


Mental Retardation* Severely 










& profoundly Retarded 


a 


to 


1 


6. 


Neurologically Impaired 


8 


to 


I 




Emotionally Disturbed 


10 


to 


I 


8. 


Mentally Retarded* Moderately 










Retarded 


10 


to 


I 


9. 


Sensory Handicapped* Partially 










Sighted 


12 


to 


1 


10. 


Mentally Retarded* Mildly 










Retarded 


13 


to 


I 


11. 


Lan^ua^o U^arninic DisabilltyA^ 


15 


to 


1 



Resource room teachers are also funded on the basis of a 35 to 1 pupil/teacher 
ratio. Studevit time in a resource room is limited to a maximum of two hours 
per day. 

Students in agency programs and preschool students are eligible for funding. 
A district may also contract with another school* agency or institution for 
services* - 



y Due to fiscal limitations* the learning disability population allowed for dis- 
^ tricts cannot exceed li percent of the total enrollment to be served by a 
serving district. This limit applies to the combined total of fhe self--con- 
tained and resource room learning disability enrollments against the serving 
district and participating district's total enrollments* Federal funds are 
used for IXD programs above this level* as this is a nonsupplant level figure. 



5s 



State share I The State approved excess cost level is 
currently funded at 100 percent of the allowable* ap« 
proved excess cost« Educational service district 
(regional educational agency) programs arc also 100 
pereent State supported. Bducatiooal service districts 
provide psychological* coasiunication disorder special^ 
iats and other therapist services on a regional basis 
for some local districts* 



Local share < The local share is for any enrichment be- 
yond State mandated levels which a local district may 
provide. 



Extent of participation s 



220 School Districts 
9 Educational Service 
Districts 
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Name of ^ogr««nj Legal Citattoni Amount Appropriated for 1978-79; Percent of State Puncb AUocateat 
rPogreni Description, ^ 



Caleulaition of Slate and Local Sttres of Program Ceatt Bidtent 
ta SetiMl Distrl^ Partieipatim. 



Support tervlce pertomtel are provided bated on an alli^able ratio of one for 
eaeh ISOO atudenta enrolled in tbe dietrict. Theae aervieee include speech 
tberapiata^ paychologiata. etc« 

RoMbound student inatruction ia funded on a need/requeat besia. If rooa end 
board coata are neceaaary for a chitd, the coata are reinburaidile. Transport 
tation» if apecial education |^pila» ia covered by the trenaportation prograa 
atlocatione. 

In addition* ouppiiea» materiala ano travel are allowad on an esceaa coat basis. 
Administrative snd secretarial funding is alao provided. 

Educational service diatricts (regional education entititea) provide coordination 
and itinerant services to local school districts. 

Cooperative program beti«een school diatricts are encouraged to provide service 
opportunities for aU children in the State. 



VOCATIOKAL--TECHNICAL SCHOOLS FOND 
(Ch. 339. Lavs of 1977 1st Bx. Sess.) 



$15,767,513 (1.62X) 



An appropriation ia made to provide State support for the operation of five ap- 
proved vocational -technical schools. The State allovance is provided m the 
basis of $1990.30 per PTE pupil. Additional support is provided itm basic ap- 
portionment funds for salary improvements to eunployees* 



Vocational Education 



tmaAfii. mjKXL^ racial asd 

UISADVANTAGBO FUND (Ch. 339 » 
Lavs of 1977 1st Ex. Sess.) 



See also Basic Support Program 
$ 7,294 >203 (0.75X) 



Appropriated funds for school district programs aimed to help the student vhOt be- 
cause of minority or poverty backgroundt is not progressing in school. Program 
funds are avarded on a grant basis to school districts. The program supplements 
local and Federal program efforts for urban^ rural* racial and disadvantaged 
students • 
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State share ! 100 percent of the approved level of 
PTE enrollment. 

Local share < Additional student enrollment may be 
funded by the local school district. 

Extent of oarticination ? 5 Districts 



State share t The t^rogram is funded totally from State 
appropriations. 

Extent of participation s 3S Districts 



5? 
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STATE SUPPORT* WJ-TS 



M«me of Programi Legal Citationt Amouot AiHDropriatffd for 19?8-?8| Ifereent of State Funds Allocated) 
Program O^^TipUofu 



STATB INSIITUTiraS FUND * $ 6a3S#y78 (0>658) 

(CSi. 339 1, tam of 1977 lat Sx« Seaa.) 

A aeparate appropriation is onHle to tho Office of the Super istteodent'^ of Public 
Inatruction for diatribution to State iaatitutiona for educational program. 
The ioatitutiona are operated by the State DepartMOt of Social and Health Ser-' 
vicea. Tho achool diatricta are allotted funda to provide approved educational 

prograns to children vlho reaide in State hoapitala or other inatitutiona. 

<» 

%: 

PUPg SUPPORT SERVICES 

TRA!l$FORlATn»l gEDISQRSEMEKT $63.258^529 (6>4a<) 

(Ch. 339» Leva of 1977 lat Ex. Seaa.) 

The State reimburaenent of school district transportation expenses for 1978*79 
vill be approximately 90 percent of the approved **to and fron** school costs. 
Approved **to and froa" achool mileage is allowed at varying ratea. per laile by 
type of bus* Insurance and salary costs are alao included in the reinbursement 
allowance. School bus depreciation is also paid from State sources up to 90 
percent of the purchase price of the bus. 



SCHOOL FOOD SERVICES MATCHING FOOT $ 4.621,192 (0>48X) 

(Ch. 339t tarn of 1977 1st Ex. Seas.) 

State funda are appropriated to provide the State share of the total achool lunch 
program in school districts. The State is required by Federal actiona to match 
10 percent of the school lunch operations cost. The ourreAt Str' share is calcu- 
lated ct a rate of $.044 per Type **A** lunch served. Compensati.wu increases at the 
district's average salary levela f^rcentagea (aee Baaie Support Program 1(e)) are 
provided each district operating a Food Services program. 

D ISTRlcr CHARACTERISTICS 

Remote and Necessary Schools • • • See Basic Support Program 

Small High Schools See Basic Support Program 



CAPITAL SUPPORT PROGRAMS 

SCHOOL BUILDUP CONSTRUCTION FUND $83.875.019 (8.S9X) 

<€h. 338^ Lavs of 1977 1st Ex. Sesa.) 

Amount of State aaaistanCff is graduated downward from 90 percent of the approved 
project cost« depending upon the relationship of the adjusted valuation per pupil 
in the district to the State average adjusted valuation per pupil.' Allotments in 
excess of the amounts allowable under strict application of the atatutory formula 
may be made by the State in case of emergency. 



Caleulatlm of SMm and Loral Shares of Fropram Costf Extmt 
of Sehool Qiatriet Partieipattcm. 



State ahare : 100 ^rcent of the approved amount. 
Local ahare t None ^ 
Extent of participation s 16 Districts 



State ahare t Approximately 90 percenv ^ the approved 
amount of '^to and from" school costs. 

Local ahare : T^o percent of approved ••to and from** 
school coats plus 100 percent of extracurriculum 
mileage costs* 

Extent of participation ! 300 Diatricta 



Joint contribution from State sources at the ratea 
noted plua Federal funds and local funda (including 
a student charge for per lunch served). 

Extent of participation > 264 of 300 Oiatricts 



State share ; 90 percent or laps of the approved pro- 
ject costt depending on the formula. 

Local share ? Ten percent or more of approved project 
cost* depending on the formula « 

Extent of participation: Variable numbar of Districts. 
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VEST VIROINXA 
PUBUC SCHOOL FIJIAIKE PROGRAM, 197.8-79 



Dewy Sandolf , Assistant Superintendent, served as tt» 
State authority for preparation and review of this 
program report. 



Selected School Finance Facts 



1. 



5. 



STATS SUTPCTT 



The State providetl an estimated 65 percent of the State/local 
revenges for public schools in 1977-78. 



2. The State funds are derived frou annual appropriations. 

3. Stat^n^uaf^ntfiMsa-ftiii- pl J ^i ^f ^ ^^^ nm a ng dlgfr-frf n 
bettiieen $449 and $740 in 197a-79. 



The State has reported substantial groiftbs in the pro- 
fessional staffs of school districts. Between 1970-71 and 
1978-79, the number of certified professional educators 
rose from a statewide average of 43.63 per 1,000 adjusted 
enrollment to 52.19. 

In the case of Pauley et al v. Kelly et al {West Virginia 
Supreme Court or Appeals #14036 ihe &>urt remanded 
the case to the Circuit Court of Kanaifha County for 
"^evidentiary develop The Supreme Court retained 

its interest in the v '^;.^. and noted, among other things, 
that the •Thorough anu efficient* clause contained in 
the west Virginia Constitution requires the Legis- 
lature to develop a hi^-quality statewide education system. 



LOCAL SUPPOBT 

1. There are 55 fiscally independent school districts 
in the State. 

2. Property taxes constitute the sole source of local 
tax revenues for the public schools. 

—i^ ApptsQximately. #150^0)0,000 wa? raised by local 

school tax revenues in l97B^/y oTimich $51 ,-000,000 
was the required local share of the basic support 
program* The Basic Foundation Program Allowances charge 
each county with a coaqyuted local share idiich results 
in a net state aid allowance, but counties do not 
contribute or transfer any of their local revmues to 
this aid program. Ibe charge is actually borne by 
the school districts. 

e^ 

4. Of the locally raised revenues, 53 percent were 
levied by school boorda without voter approval and 
47 percent were additional levies which required a 
three fifths majority vote. 

5* Required local support for participation in the State 
foundation program ranges from 1^96 %o 7»84 mills, 
depending upon tiie class of property. 

6. Maximum regular property tax rates for schools are as 
follows: 

a. Class I property-inventories, bank stock and live- 
stock—current expense, 2.11 mills; permanent 
improvement, .15 mills; debt service, .035 mills; 
total, 2.295. 
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NEST yxroxNXA 



UQCkU SUPgORT (Coated) 

CXasa XX prc^cty otmer^-oceupied ho8»a and fanos — 
current expanse » 4 .22 iBiXlsi permanent improveatentf 
♦3 mtXXa^ debt senrice, .07 miixsi totaX<» 4,59. 

c. Claeeee IXX and XV pr<^rty<>«cttrrent expenm, 8.44 
miXXs; pennanent if^rovemeoit, .6 milXai debt 
service* •X4 millsi totals 9.xa, CXaas XXX 
property inoXudee busineeSr industrial and 
peraonaX prc^rties outside cities. CXass IV 
properties and are the same eXasaes of properties 
inside cities. 

7. Counties may adopt for a period of not more than S years 
a speciaX added tax Xevy of up to XOO percent of the 
authorized rates for specified operating and/or 
capitaX expenditure purposes provided at Xeast 60 
percent of those voting at such eXection vote In 

in favor of such an additionaX Xevy. 

8. SchooX bonds for capitaX outXay may be Issued to 5 
percent of the assessed vaXuation of the county if 60 
percent of those voting in an eXection on the proposaX 
approve it. 
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Name of Program} Legal Cttation; Amount Appropriated for 1978-79t Percent of State Pumb Allocated] 
Program Description. 



Calculation of State and Local Shares of Program Cost} Extent 
of SelMKd District Participation. 



ERIC 



TOTAL ■ . 

BASIC SUPPdRT PROGRA>g 

BASIC SCHOOL SUPPOItT PRQGEAH 
(Ch. 18. Art. 9A, Seca. I-IO, 
Code of Ueat Virginia) 

AlloWQce for Professlonai 
Educators (Ch. 18^ Art» 9A» 
Sec. 4, Code of Veat Virginia) 



$375> 729^314 (100;) 
$283^044,879 (75.331) 



($215,066,072) 

Attount per teacher ea^loyed baaed on annual salary acbedule: 



Teacher 
Certificate 


Basic Allowance 
per year 
(minlraum) 


Years to 
reach- maximum 
(allowed) 


Bachelor's 
Degree 


$8,63S 


13 


Bachelor * 8 
+15 


$9,155 


13 


Mastered 
Degree 


$9,655 .. 


16 


Master's 
+15 


$10,155 


16 


"Master"*^ 
+30 


$10,^55 . 


._ ...19 


Doctorate 


$11,155 


19 



"Teacher" is defined to include all certified professional 
staff. This program provides a basic salary allowance for 
every certified professional employee, with a ceiling of 55 
professionals per 1,000 pupils. 



Allowance for Other 
Personnel (Ch. 18, Art. 9A, 
Sec. 5, Code of West Virginia) 



($43,013,214)* 



An amount equal to 14 percent of State total professional 
salaries allocated proportional to adjusted enrollment. 

An amount equal to 6 percent of the same total distributed 
in proportion to the number of bus drivers employed. 



Allowance for Fixed Charges 
{Ch. 18, Art* 9A, Sec, 6, 
Code of West Virginia) 



($20,775,383)* 



The current Social Security rate plus 2 percent applied to 
the sum of the allocations for professional educators and 
for other personnel. 



* Amounts represent the total of State and local funds. 
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State Share ; Sum of the seven allowances described 
in left column minus the local share. ($283,044»879) 

Local Share ; Required local support for participation 
in the State Foundation Program ranges from 1.96 to 
.7.84 mills, depending upon the class of property.. 
($52,749,118) 

Extent of Participation ; 55 counties. All districts 
are count ywlde. 
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STATE SUPPORTt 1978-79 



VEST VIKCXNU 



Nttrf)e of Program; legfil Cilation; Amount Anri>of^atod for 1978-79| Percent of State Funds Alloeatedi 
Program Description. 



Calefdation of SUte and Local Siares of Program Cort; Extmt 
of Sehocd District Participation. 



Allmi^ce for Transportation 
<Ch. 18, Art. 9At Sec. 7, 
Code of West Virginia) 



(Sll,013»OX3)* 



a* 80 percent of tranaportation coat for Dainteoaace^ operation^ 
etc., exclusive of salaries. 

b. Cost of insurance if premiums secured through bidding. 

c. 10 percent of replacement costs of the bus fleet. 

d. 80 percent of cost of contracted services. 

e. In lieu of transportation equal to State average allocation 
per pupil. 

There is a celling of 133 percent of State average cost per mile. 



Allowance for Administrative 
Co^ts (Ch. 18. Art. 9A» See* 8» 
Code of West Virginia) 



($2,150,665)* 



A flat amount to each county based upon 1 percent of the State 
total allocation for professional educatorSt 



Allowance for Other Current 
Expenses (Ch. 18, Art. 9A, Sec. 9, 
Code of West Virginia) 



($25,807,929)* 



10 percent of the St&te total of professional educators and other 
personnel salaries allocated in proportion to adjusted enrollment. 



Average (Ch. 18, Art. 9A, 

Sec. 10, Code of West Virginia) 



($17,967,721)* 



SlfPPLKMENTAL SALARY 
PROFKSSroNAL EDUCATORS 



MINI^fUM SALARY SUPPORT 
FOR SERVICE PERSONNEL 



Increases in total local share and balances from the General 
School Fund allocated proportional to adjusted enrollment. 



$42>339,314 (11.27%) 

To provide $1,200 per professional educator and increases in 
minimum schedule of $390 to $500 difference in classes of AB 
and above and in experience increment of $205 to $257 for AB 
and above, plus 8.05% for fixed charges "outside" of the basic 
school support program. 



$26,174.289 (6,972) 

To fund difference between contracted salary of initial year 
plus increases minimum salary scale in subsequent years for 
service and auxiLiary personnel, "outside" of the basic school 
support program.! * 



^Anmintn represent che total of State and'^ local funds. 



ERIC 




State S h are : 100 percent. 

Extent of Part ici^t ion ; All districts. 



State Sh&re : 100 percent. 

Extent of Participation : All districts. 
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Name of P^am; Legal Citationi Amount Ap|M*o(»»iated for 1978-79; Percent of State Pun* Allocatedt 
Program De^i(^tion. 



EARLY CHILDHOOD AIDES 



$3.09».096 (0,82%) 



To provide state minimum salary for one Early Childhood Aide for 
each Early Childhood teacher, ••outside'* of the basic school 
support program* 



PUPIL TARGETED INSTRUCTIO!^ PR(K;RAMS 

EXCEPTIONAL CHILDREN FUND 
{Ch. 18, Art. 20» Sees. 1-5, 
Code of West Virginia) 



$6,982,000 (I.86X) 



Salaries and travel for teachers of exceptional and homebound 
pupils; testing of exceptional children; general classroom equip- 
ment and supplies, minor remodeling of structures to meet handi- 
capped pupils • needs. 



VOCATIONAL EDUCATION FUND 

(Ch. 18, Art. 10, Sets. 5 and 8, 

Code of West Virginia) 



$9^612.753 (2.61%) 



Calculation of State and Local Shares of Program Coati Extmt 
of School Distrtet Partioipatfon. 



State Share ! 100 percent • 

Extent of Participatlon t All districts. 



Funds are allocated based upon a formula using student contact 

hours reported at the end of the first school month of the current { 

year. Requests for construction funds that are submitted are | 

ranked in order of priority by means of a weighted points system. | 



SAFETY EDUCATION FUND • 

(Ch. 18, Art. 2, Sees. 17--21 

Code of West Virginia) 



$210,000 (0.06%) 



Number of students completing driver education course multiplied 
by $10. 



orphanm;e aid fund 

(Ch, 18, Art. 9, Sec. 7, 
Code of West Virginia) 



$A7.1S6 (Q.01%) 

Equal to the per capita cost of education for the preceding year 
and the total number of pupils from children's homes enrolled In 
the public schools. 
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Stat e Share ; 100 percent of calculated amount. 

Local Share : All additional special costA not covered 
by this distribution. 

Extent of Part icioat ion < 55 counties. 



State Share ; 100 percent of funds allocated through 
a formula are distributed to supplement other local 
funds for salaries of new instructors, instructors 
employed more than tea months, and other current 
expenses for vocational programs. In addition to 
State money indicated. Federal funds are provided. 
State funds are also used to match Federal funds 
allocated for construction* 

L ocal Share ; All costs not covered by reimbursement. 
Extent of Participation: 55 counties. 



St. te Share : $10 per pupil completing course; in 
addition Federal funds ar» provided. 

Local Share : Remainder of the cost of the program. 

Extent of Participation : 55 counties. 



State Share : xOO percent of calculated amount, 
prorated in relation to amount available for 
distribution. 



Local Share: None. 



Extent of Participation : 7 eo ^ties. 
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STATE SOPPORTt 



VEST VIRCXNU 



Nmne of Programi Legal Citationt Amount Appro|Mriated for 197{h79i Pereant of State Fim^to AUocatadi 
Pro^fam DeMrtptton* «~ 



Calodai ion of SUte and loeA Shares of Prosram Coalt Extent 
of Setiool Dtstrlot Partieipattem # 



Tranaportecion 

SCHGfOL LUHCH FUNt) 
(Budget Docuaent) 



See Saeic Support Prograa. 



State Shyre i XOO percent of calculated amount* 
Local Share ; None* 

Extent of Participation ; 55 counties. 



CURSEOT AID FROCHAMS^ N.E,C, 

INCENTIVE FOR PROGEUM IMPROVEMENT 
(Ch. 18, Art. 9A, Sec. U. Code 
of tfeat Virginia) 



$1,464.093 (0.392) 



Counties having ratios of adjusted enrolloent to professional 
staff higher than the Stat« average vill be granted advance 
funds to employ additional staff to reach the State average, 
provided, that in any ore fiscal 'year no mre than one^lf of 
such additional staff nay be counted under this provision. Such 
funds shall be granted to each eligible county based on data at 
the end of the third month of school but only on the basis of 
actual staff mes^ers enployed. 



State Share : 100 percent of calculated amount < 
Local Share : None« 

Extent of Participation : 31 counties. 



ALLOWANCE FOR INCREASED 
ENROLLMENT (Ch. 18, Art* 9A, 
Sec. 15, Code of West Virginia) 



1636,979 (O.m) 



Upon determination of the several increases in the respective 
counties* net enrollments, as of the close of the third month, 
each county shoving such increase shall be allocated an amount 
equal to that county* s average per net pupil total State aid 
multiplied by the increase in that county's net enrollment* If 
the amount appropriated for this purpose shall not be auff iclent 
to provide payment in full for the total of these several 
allocations, each county allocation shall be reduced to an amount 
which is proportionate to the appropriation compared to the total 
of the several allocations* 



State Share : 100 percent of calculated amount* 
Local Share : None* 

Extent of Participation ; 15 counties. 
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WISCONSIN 

PUBLIC SCHOOL FINANOS^ PROGRAM, 1978-79 



Rolrnd M. Rockwell » Directorp &u<9au of School Finale Senricds, 
served as the State authority for preparation and review for 
this report. 



Selected School Finance Facts 



STATE SUPPORT 



LOCAL SUPPCfflT 



1. The State provided approximately 38 percent of the State and local 
revenues for eles^tary and secondary public schools. 

2. State aid is derived largely froa annual appropriations, 

3. The State basic aid program guarantees 100#4 percent of the 
statewide average yield per mill. This primary guaranteed yield 
applies to 0'^ percent of total school costs. The rraaining 
costs are shared with the State on a reduced guaranteed basis 
{secondary guaranteed basis) or are excluded fro© Sarins* 

4. The state reports that expenditure deaparities between the 
districts with the pupils at 5th and the 95th percentiles have 
decreased from 5A*3 percent difference in exprniditures to 

a :i2.3 percent difference between 1975-76 and 1978-79, 
T^Ie correlation between district wealth and district 
expenditures r^oained virtually unchanged nsoving from ♦O.SS in 
the earlier year to ^.35. Total local taxes levied for 
school purposes increased by 21.3 percent compared to an 
^vstimated inflation rate of 22*8 percent over the ssttae 
period « At the same time, the strong negative correlation 
between district wealth and state equalization aid was 
strengthened trvm -0.81 to *0»84, 

5. Since 1975-76, the follo^ving new features nave been 
added to the General Aid formula: 

- Personal property tax relief 

- Supplemental (tax incremental) aid 
Special adjustment aid 

- Declining enrollment increment 

In addition, new programs were established for bilingual- 
bicultural education aid and special transfer integration aid. 



1. The State has 384 fiscally independent and 41 fiscally dependent 
school districts* 

2. Property taxes constitute the sole scarce, of local tax revenues 
for the independmt school districts. Counties provided $1«6 
millim to school districta. County tax revmues are used to 
support pro^^ma of cocity handicapped children's education 
boards. 

3. The State requires a minimum 3 mill levy for participating in 
the basic support programs for K-e and hi^ school districts and 
5 mills for K*12 districts. 

4. In 365 high school and common school districts with a total 
mambership of 4459460* an annual meeting is held to vote on the 
tax levy of the district. However * the district boards 

are empowered to increase the levy if the op^tional expenses 
^ceed current revenues. In the 18 unified districts with a total 
membership of 91,300, the school boards set the levy without voter 
approval. In the ooe city of first class, with a membership 
of 97,396, the school board prepares the budgat and the city 
counv^il is obligated to levy a tax ^ficient to meet the budget 
requirements. Wis, Stat. 65.90. 

5. Under Wis. Stat 121.93, a vote of the electors in a district 

is required to approve proposed expenditures beyond the cost 
control limits of 109.5 percent of the previous year's controllable 
cost per pupil. 

6. Districts may appeal to the State superintendent for an increase 
in their cost control limits for certain spelified purposes, 
such as the development of special education programs^ the 
utilization of new building space, the ij^lonentation of a plan 

to eliminate racial imbalance or for special transportation purposes, 

7. Under Wis. Stat. 67.03, the debt liiait is IQ percent of a district's 
equalized valuation; for K-8 and high school districts, the limit 

is 5 percent of the district's equallMd valuation. 
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STATE SUPPORT (Coat'd) 

In tha case of Buse v» Soith (1976) 74 Wis* 2nd 550> 
247 2nd 14i."TJnder Uid scliooZ aid statute as 
revised by Chap. 90, Laws of 1973» certain school districts 
were "required to sake •^negative*' aid payftents f roo local 
revenues to tjie Staters general school ai^ fund. These 
payiaents vere to ^ required only of tboae districts which 
had an equalized valuation over a threshold level or 
Whose costs per pupil exceeded a certain level* The 
Visconsin State Supreme Court decided that «ie negative-- 
aid payment requirement was unconstitutional as a 
violation of the state constitution requirement of 
^uniform taxation**. The aid payoait was ruled to he a 
"local tax**, and as such it violated the general 
premise that "the purpose of the tax oust be one which 
pertains to the public purpose of the district within 
which the tax is to be l&vled and raised*^, and 
statewide equalissation of educational expenditures 
was not deemed be a sufficiently local purpaae^ Thus, 
under the present Wisconsin equalization aid law, those 
school districts whose aid is calculatw* to be a negative 
number receive ^ero aid and are not required to pay 
itrto the general-p^id fund. 

Under the ^adual phase-out plan, tte personal property 
tax on merchant's stock-in- trade ^/manufacturer's 
materials and finished products, and livestock is being 
levied on a reduced basis • By 1981 these items will 
be excanpt from personal property taxation, 

A major legal assessment change is in the implementation 
of the state tax-incremmital-financing (TIF) law, 
A tax-lncremental district (TID) Is created when a local 
iiovemment (With state approval) seeks to provide an 
urban area with ouch needed improvements without over** 
burdening the remaining tax base of the municipality. 
All tax revenues {from all levels of government 
e»r:>werod to levy property taxes on the TID) that are 
derived from the increased valuation that results from 
the improvements made in the TIP are to be used to fund 
improvements made, not the programs of taxing Juris- 
dictions. The tax revenues that are to be used for 
this purpose are defined as those which are derived 
from the value increment of the TID. The value 
increment is the difference in the equalized valuation 
of a TID between the time of the creation and the 
time of assessment, TIDs have a maximum lifetime of 
^0 years. 
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Name of Programt Legal Citation; Amount Appn^ated for 1978*79; Percent of State Pumb Alloeatedt 
Praipram Description* 



TOTAL 



BASIC Sl^PORT PROGRAMS 



GENERAL AID 
Statutes 



Sup<:hapter 1 of Chapter 121 of tfisconsln 



$725,265.100 (IQOZ) 



$585.381.800 (80>7S9X) 



(2) 



(3) 



The <i»i>uAt budgeted includes: ^ 

Equalisation aid (stages 1» 2, and 3) $572,436,000 

Personal property tax relief (stage A) 10»438,300 

Special 'adjustment aid (stage 5) 2,091,400 

Ta3(*increnental financing aid (stage 6) 416*100 

The following characteristics of school districts are used in determitiing general aid 
for each district: 

(1) Menbersl^ as defined in Wis. Stat. 121.004, 121,05, and 121.14, is the sum of ^ 
current oembership** and the '•declining enrollment increment." 
gyxrent, membership, as defined in Wis. Stat. 121.004, includes only 

(a) resident pupils in membership on the third Friday in September and 

(b) the summer-school average daily membership equivalent. 

^ third-Friday membership, as defined in Wis. Stats. 121.004(5), 121.004(8), and 
121.05(1), is the same as the enrollment in district classes on that date with the 
foi loving exceptions: 

(a) Pupils aged 3-5 who are enrolled in programs for children with exceptional 
educational needs and kindergarteners count as half-TOmbers. 
Children may not be counted in masbership if, by December 1 of thr current 
year, they have not attained the age of 5 (kindgergarteners) or o (first 
sraders), unless an exception is granted under the standards and procedures 
established by the state superintendent. 

In a district operating-a continuous school year, pupils who are residents of 
the district as of the third Friday in Septeip er, and who are not then full- 
time students but are expected to become full-time students prior to December 
11, may be counted In membership. 

Pupil R who arp enrolled in special -education programs operated by county handi- 
capped children's education boards (CHCEBs) in the facilities of the school 
district are counted as members. 

Pupil 8 who are enrolled in homebound programs are counted as members. 
Resident pupils for whom the district pays tuition to other educational 
agencies and who attend, 

(I) special -education programs in model school under Wis. Stat. 36.25(19), 
special -education programs in other districts or county classes under 
Wis. Stat. 155.87(5), 

out of state schools at least 1.5 miles closer than a state school » or 
school In a district of declining enrollment, under Wis. State. 121.78(3) 
are counted as members. 
The siynner-schqol a^^^^ ^^^ 7 mem bership e q uivalent , as defined in Wis. Stat. 
UM.O04(7), is the aggregate number of class periods of membership for the summer 
sension divided by lOttO (the theoretical number of class periods in a ISO-day 
sch(»ol year). 



CMctOation of State and Local Shares of Proflram Coat; Extent 
of Selmd Distriet Piartiei|Nitioiu 



(b) 



(c) 



iiV. 



(e) 
(f) 



(i) 

(J) 
(4) 



(4) 



60: 



State Share : Each district's shared cost is estimated from 
budget report* filed by October 1 of each year. The esti- 
mate is used to make payments during the current school year. 
Each district's actual shared cost is derived from its cash 
report filed by August 1 following the school year. Under 
provisions of Wis. Stat, 121,07 the aid payment is recompu* 
ted using the actual shared cost; appropriate adjustments 
are then made. 

General aid is computed in 6 stages. 

Seated ^ i» primary equalization aid, which is based on the 
following guaranteed valuations for 1978-79: 
K-12 districts Sl37,000/mcmber 
UHS districts $411,300/member 
K-8 districts $205,700/member 
This type of aid applies to the primary shared cost, which 
for 1978-79 ♦ is that portion of shared cost below $1868 per 
member. Multiplying the appropriate guaranteed valuation 
per member by the district's membership yields the dis- 
trict's primary required levy rate as follows: 
primary r quired primary shared cost 

levy ate " primary guaranteed valuation 
The State pay ^nt to the district is equal to the amount by 
which the primary guaranteed valuation exceeds the school 
district equalized valuation, multiplied by the pr* re^ 
quired levy rate. 

Primary Aid » (primary guaranteed valuation' minus equalized 
valuation) x primary required levy rate. 

Sta^e 2 is the calculation of secondary equalization aid^ 
which is based on the following guaranteed valuations for 
19?a-;9: 

K-12 districts $ 84,200/member 

UHS districts $252,600/member 
K-8 districts $126,300/member 
This type of aid applies to secondary shared cost, which is 
that portion of shared cost which is above $1868/meaber. The 
state computes secondary equalization aid using the same ap- 
proach as for primary* 
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(5) The decltaln^-^'gnrollaent locrente nt (DEI) as defined In Wis* Stat. 121.004(8) applies 
oT%\y to districts which have a current membership of less than 97.9X of the previous 
year's memborship. The DEI is equal to half of the difference between 97,9Z of the 
previous year's men^ership (including the DEI» if any) and the current year's current 
membership. 

(6) Coat-control membei^ahifi . as defined in'Vis. Stat, 121*90t la the greater of the 
following: 

(a) the average of the current-*year and prlor^year membership* or 

^b) the current-year mesibership min'ua'1% of the prior-*year mei^rahip* 

Shared cost is defined in Wis* Stat* 121.07(6) as tte net cost of a school district's 

general ftmd plua the net cost of the district's debt-service fund (not to exceed $90/ 

member) • The^ portions of programs which are funded by mm-tax local income, federal 

aid, and state categorical aid are excluded from sharing* 

(8) Primary ceiling cost per PMber , as defined in Vis* Stat. 121. 07 « is llOX of the state 
average shared cost per member for the previous school yeart 

(9) Primary shared cost t as defined in Wis* Stat* 121*07, is that portion of a district.'s 
shared cost %Hich is less than the primary ceiling cost per member multiplied by its 
membership* 

(10) Thf* secondary shared cost , as defined in Wis. Stat* 121.07. is that portion of a dis- 
trlct's shared cost which is not included in the primary shared cost* 

(11) The retired levy rate is defined in Wis. Stat. 121.07(10) as the sum of the primary 
and aecondary required levy rates* 

(a) The primary required ievy rate is the primary shared cost divided by the primary 
guaranteed valuation. (See Item 15 below*) 

(b) The secondary required levy rate is the secondary shared cost divided by the sec*- 
ondary guaranteed valuation* 

(12) controllable cost , as defined in Wis. Stat* 121*90, la the shared cost minus that por- 
tion of the shared cost that is derived from the debt-service fund* (See "Capital 
Support Programs, .Debt Seivice Aid"*) The current-ye^r controllable cost per member 
is limited to 109* 5X of the previous year's controllable cost per metober* Districts 
may appeal to thb state superintendent if the limit muld prevent: 

(a) the development of programs for children with exceptional educational needs, 

(b) utilisation of a new building or an addition to a building, 

(c) implementation of a plan to eliminate racial imbalance, 

(d) compliance with state or federal court orders not generally required by all 
districts* 

(e) meeting inflationary increases in the cost of heat for buildings and electricity, 

(f) employment of a reading specialist, 

(x) provision of transportation for pupils in areas of unusual hasard, and/or 
(h) provision of transportation for pupils in city districts living 2 or more miles 
from school. 

The district may be granted an increase (in an appropriate amount as determined by 
the state superintendent) in its controllable cost if it meets one of the above ex- 
ceptions. The district may also appeal to the state superintendent for an adjust- 
ment in its controllable cost for the following: 

(a) a cost payable in the previous year but paid in the present year, 

(b) income receivable in the prior year but received in the present year, 

(c) a change in the state public-school accounting system, 

(d) an expense incurred in upgrading school buildings to energy-efficient standards, 

(e) salary amounts budgeted but not paid due to a strike in the previous year, and/or 

(f) retroactive salary increases for the prior year awarded by a mediator /arbitrator. 
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Wis, Stat* 121*135 equalieatlon (cost-sharing) aid may not 
be paid on any share costs which exceed the cost-control 
limitation for a given district. 

Stage 3 is negative aid cancellation* In the event chat the 
amount of equalization aid (primary plan secondary) calco • 
lated for a district is a negative nusdier, it will be 
changed to zero* 

St^e 4 is the calculation of personal property, tax relief* 
Tm> separate equalised^valuation figures are certified to 
the Department of Public Instruction by the Department of 
Revenue, one with personal propertyset at a reduced percent/ 
age* (Definitions 13 and 14*) TWo separate general-aid 
cGiqmtations are then made and an amount equal to the dif-- 
ference between them is transferred to the appropriation for 
general school aid from the appropriation for person-^l pro- 
perty tax relief* School aids are then calculated for the 
current 8c1uk>1 year for each district based upon the reduced 
valuation* 



Stage 5 is the calculati 



;if special adjustmcr^t aids* For 
the criteria specified in defini 



those districts which ts^ 
tion 20, special adjustment aids are calculated as follows: 
Special adjustment aid • 0*5 x [prior-year general aid 

(stages 1-5) - current -year 
general aid (stages 1-4)] 

Stage 6 is the calculation of supplemental (tax- incremental 
financing TIF) aid. All school districts which c<mtain a 
TIB within their boundaries are elig'ible -to receive supple- 
mental aid in an amount determined by repeating steps 1-5 
using the equalised valuation without the value increment 
and finding the difference between that calculation and the 
original calculation* 

Local Participation: 





4-Aid 




-Aid 






age 


Districts 


Members 


Districts 


Members 


District 


1 


392 


829,668 


33 


36,630 


423 


2 


55 


218,448 


73 


144,314 


128 


3 


34 


36,968 


0 


0 


34 


4 


391 


829,330 


0 


0 


391 


5 


36 


36,527 


0 


0 


36 


6 


4 


117,580 


6 


0 


4 



The total statewide membership for the l978<-?9 school year 
is 866,300. One distric^ with a membership of 58, received 
the maximum state aid/member of $1891* 33 districts with a 
total membership of 3'^, 590 received the minimum aid/nen^er 
of $0* 
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(13) 



(14) 



(15) 



(16) 

(17) 
(18) 
(19) 
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Caleulatioii of SUte Local Omres of Prograni Costt Extent 
of School District PartieipBtioii. 



A school dlBtricC say also incroaso its controllable cost by autssdtting the natter 
to a referendun vote of all the electors in the acteol district. If the electorate 
approves, the new controllable cost approved by the voters is used to calculate 
state aid payoents. 

EQualieed valttation> as defined in His. Stat. 121.07^ is the full property value of a 
school district^ as equalised by the Departaent of Raventte, including the adjuatneat 
for nerchant a stock-in-trade » mnufacturer*a materials and finished products and 
livestock. (See Item 14 belov.) 

Personal property tax relief, aa defined in Wis. Stat. 70.57, is the i^rogra© under 
vhich the State of Wisconsin is gradually phaaing out the taxation of nmrchanc^a 
6tock*in*trade. manufacturer's materials and finished products, and livesu^k. Each 
year the state Department of Revemie certifies to the Department of Public Instruction 
the equalised valuati^ of each school diatrict in the state. IVo figures are certi* 
f icd. The first is the equalised valuation with the value of peVsonal property eet at 
lOOZ. The second is the equalised valuation with the value of personal property aet at 
a statutorily defined reduced percentage. This percentage was 90X In 1977 (irtiich was 
the equalised valuation year used to calculate 1978-79 aid payments), and will eontinu« 
to decline until the afure^ntioned items are no longer taxed at all in 1981. The 
state grants a^ * to local school, districts based on this reduced eqtialised valuation, 
thus providini^ additional supplement. The appropriation for thia aid is transferred 
from the state Department of Revenue appropriation designed to aid municipalities for 
the revenue lost due to this phase-out of certain personal-property items from taxatim 
Primary guaranteed v aluation pe r m^iw>t> i;ncy»9 r ss defined In Wis. Stat. 121,07(7), is 
the statewide minimum property-tax base guaranteed to school districts for the funding 
of primary shared costs. Districts which have an equalised valuation per member (EVM) 
which is less than the PCVM receive state aid on their primary shared costs (stage 1) 
equivalent to raiaing their EVM to the primary guaranteed level. PGVM is expressed 
in three different figures. For districts operating gradea K-J2, the PGVM is $137,100. 
For districts operating grades 9-12, the PCVM is $411,300 (or 3 times the PCVM for K-12 
districts, since 9*12 districts have about one third as many pupils as a comparable 
K-12 district.) For districts operatii^ grades K*S, the l*CTO is $205, 700 . (or 1.5 timefi 
the PGVM for K-12 districts, rounded to the nearest hundred dollars.) 
Secondary guaranteed valuation per member (SCVM) ^ aa defined in Wis, Stat. 121.07 for 
K-12 districts, is the statewide equalized valuation per rae«*er rounded to the nearest 
hundred dollars. The SCVMs for K-8 and 9-12 diatricts bear the same relationship to 
the K-12 SCVM aa do the respective primary guarantees. The SGVM is used for the fund- 
ing of secondary shared costs in the same manner aa PGVM funds primary costs. 
Tax-incremental base » as defined in Wis. Stat, 66.46, is the equalised value of taxable 
property within a* tax-incri^mental district on the date such district is created. 
Value increment , as defined in Wis. Stat. 66.46, is the equalised valuation of a tax^ 
iocremental district In any given year, minus the tax^incremental base. 
Supplemental tax*incremental financing (TIF) aid , as defined in Wis. Stat. 121.085, is 
a supplement to local school diatricts idiich have within their boundaries a tax-incre 
mental district (TID). Wis. Stat. 66.46, part of the state Tax-Incremental Finance tan 
grants to muncipalities the power to create (with the approval of the state) a TID to 
promote renewal or development of urban areas. All tax revenues (from all levels of 
government empovered to levy taxes on the TID) that are derived from the value incre- 
ments of the TID are to be used to fund improvements made within the TID, not programs 
of the taxing Jurisdictions. Thus, school districts (like other units of government 
that levy taxes on the TID) lose the revenue that will result from the creation and 
increaaed valuation of a TID. (TIDs have a maximum lifetime of 20 years from the date 
of creation.) Supplemental aid uses the state equalisation-aid formula to replace 
school district revenuia lost due to the creation of a TID. 
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ERLC 



(-0) SiNgcial Adji«»tment aids , as defined in Wit*. Stat. 121, 10» ate granted to those dis- 
tricts which meet the fol loving requirements $ 

(a) The district *s annual percentage increase in equalised valuation per member tttiist 
be greater than the average percentage increase in equalixed valuation per member 
for school districts of like organisation* 

(b) The district's equalised valuation per member must be less than the primary guar*^ 
anteed valuation per mooiber for school districts of like organisation. 

(c) The secondary shared cost must be less than 20X of the primary shared coat for the 
district, if equalised valuation per member exceeds the secondary guaranteed val- 
uation per member for districts of like organisation. 



COOPERATIVE EDUCATIONAL SERVICE AGENCIES (CESA) ADMINISTRATIVE 
FUNDING. Wis. Stats 116.08 and 115.52 



$ 981^600 (Oa4%) 



Chapter 116 of Wisconsin Statutes describes the Cor»p;?rative Educational Service Agencies 
(CESAs), created in 1965 to replace county superintendents of schools as intermediate 
educational agencies. The state's 19 CESAs coordii;ate ana package cooperative programs far 
ivirtiripating <9chool districts, and each CESA*s school committee supervises district reor- 
ganizations .thin the CESA* The cost of educational programs is borne by the participating 
distri(.ts« but administrative costs for each CESA coordinator and per diem and travel ex- 
penses for CESA school 'i-committee members are funded by the state. 



HANIUCAPPEP MV 

Suh'haptt^r 4» ol ClKipter 113 of Wisconsin Statutes 



State Share ; The state pays up to $44,200 per CESA for the 
salary and related costs of the coordinator and other admin-* 
istrative expenses. The state also pays approved per diem 
and travel meeting expenses for CESA school-committee mem- 
bers. This amounted to $126,740 in 1978-79. 

Local ahare ; If the CESA*s programming is sufficiently ex* 
tensive as to warrant the hiring of personnel over and above 
the state-funded level, such costs are charged to the parti^ 
cipating schools* 

Extent of Participation ji all 19 CESAs received funding at 
the maximum level and per diem and travf^l reimbursement. 



$ 93,642,800 (12.91 Z) 



The Htato pays from a general -revenue appropriation, the costs of handicapped aid generated 
hv iac' statutory fonrailas. Wis. Stat. 11S.85 requires that each school district "shall en- 
Si -e that appropriate special educational programs are available to children wit^ exception* 
al cfiucntional nt^eds who have attained the age of 3 years and who reside in the school dis- 
trti t." Prdgrams may be provided by. the district itself, by combinations of districts 
through a fiscal-agent district or a cooperative educational service agency (CESA), by ^ 
county handicapped children's education board (CHCEE), or bv placement in a special school, 
whi*thi*r operated by the state or by some other non-sectarian agency within or outside the 
statf. All districts whic\) incur co8t3 under this mandate are eligible for handicapped aid. 
The Wi«con^on Department of Public Instruction has identified 11 handicapped conditions: 
(I) educahle mentally retarded (EMR) 
12) trainable (dentally retarded (TMR) 
(I) speech 

(4) hearing 

(5) vision 

(h) sfuTial li*arning disabilities (5LD) 

<;> emt>tii>nallv dinturbed (ED) 

(H) physically i«r mtiltipie nandicapped 
hoinebound 
(10) school -aged mother 
(in farlv rhildhood 



State Share ; The state pays the calculated amount. 



Local Share : The local district pays that portion of ap- 
proved costs remaining after handicapped aid is deducted and 
100% of unapproved costs. Such costs are subject to sharing 
under the general-aid program. 

Extent of Participation : In 1978-79» 387 (out of 425) school 
districts, 18 (out of 19) CESAs«and 15 CKCEBs (out of 72 
counties) received handicapped aid. Virtually all pupils in 
the state (866,400) were nembers of districts which received 
handicapped aid in one form or another, either directly, 
through a CESA, or through a CHCEB. 
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Local diatrlcts are oandated to identify and provide services for children with these ex- 
ceptional educational needs. The state pays: 



(1) 
(2) 

(3) 

(4) 
(S) 



701 of the cost of teachers and transportation; 

701 of the total cost, not to exceed $300 per unit, for books and equiptnent for new 
units in a handicapped program; 

loot of the cost of board and lodging for handicapped chiXdreQ placed in foster hmes 
and 100? of the transportation costs to and from such hones; 
70Z of the cost of handicapped-^prograa c€>drdinators; 
either 33t» 50%, or 70Z (depending on the amount of tim^ spent vorfclng with handicapped 
children) of the salaries of school psychologists and social workers, Prograoa and 
costs much be approved by consultants at the Wisconsin Department of Public Instruction 



DRIVER EDUCATION AID 

Subchapter 3 of Chapter 121 of Wisconsin Statutes 



$ 3,928.200 (Q>54t) 



The state pays local school districts $40 per high->school pOpUl vho ^cxnpletes an approved 
driver-education course, consisting of both classroom and behind^the-vheel experience, but 
the total aaount paid to any given district may not exceed the actual cost of the program. 

Driver-education aid is a biennial appropriation from segregated funds consisting of chauf*^ 
feur s and driver s license fees. If the appropriation is irtsufficlent in any year to make 
the payments generated by the formula, the payments are prorated. Payments are made on a 
reimbursement basis for costs incurred in the prior year. 



SPECIAL TRANSFER AID (Integration Aid) 
Subchapter 6 of Chapter 121 of Wisconsin Statutes 



Caloulatlm of State and Loeal Shares of Proyrem C«t| Bxtmt 
of School Diatriet Partl^tlm. 



$.15,373,200 (2.12% ^ 



Integration aid is paid to school districts for both inter-district and intra*dlstrict 
transfers minority pupils from high-minorlty<-atteRdance areas to low^inority-^attendance 
.irea« and . r inter-district and intra-district transfers of non-minority pupils from low- 
minor It y-at tendance areas to high-minority-attendance areas. An attendance area lAlch has 
W. or gre.iter minority-pupil enrollment is considered a hlgh-^ninorlty-attendance area. 

There are four types of integration aid. They are paid in the following manner. 

(I) ljUrad^l^rl£^j|Hd Districts which are implementing special-transfer programs under 
the criteria outlined above are entitled to an mount equal to that produced by 
counting each pupil transferred as K2 members in the general aid formula. The differ 
en« e between this value and the av^unt generated by counting each such pupil as l.O 
members is the special-transfer aid. 

<-> lnte_r Ai<*trict aid; In the event two school districts establish an agreement to imple- 
ment student transfers under this program, two types of aid are paid. The district of 
«wy Btill count the pupils in membership for general state aid. The district 
of attendance receives a payment under one of two fonmilas. If the number of transfer 
pupils is less that 5X of the total membership, the following formula is used; 



lid - number of transfer pupils X - '^^^^'^ ^^^^ 



m<»mbership + number of transfer pupils 



State Share ; The state pays the calculated amount. 

Local Shar e? The local district pays that portion of the 
cost of driver education remaining after receipt of driver- 
education aid. Such costs are sharable under the general- 
aid program. 

Extent of Parf icipation ; All 373 K-12 districts and all 9 
UBS districts with a total membership of 849,800 as well as 
2 CHCEBs received driver^education aid. 



State Share : The amount in the statutory formulas plus 
special-transfer aids and transportation aids. 

Local Share : None. 

Extent of Participation : 2 of Wisconsin's 425 school dis- 
tricts recieved intra-district special-transfer aids. 13 
districts received Inter-dlstrict transfer aids. No dis- 
tricts received special aids. 6 districts received trans- 
portation aids. A total of U districts, with a total mem- 
bership of 152,500, participated in at least one aspect of 
the special transfer aids program. ^ 
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the miBber of transfer pyplle U 5X or mare of the total oenbei^ipt tAe district 
of attendance vlU receive aid ^qual to 1.2 tin^s the aid pal* to the diatricts under 
the above formula • 

(3) Spectat^aid; If a district incurs costs in iBpIeo^ting a transfer program beyond 
aids received* it may appeal to the Department of Public Instruption for aupplcsBsntal 
aids to cover tmreimbursed costs* 

HOTE: the abova aids are granted in lieu of tuition paymmta for non-resident pupils. 
No integration aids era paid to districta vliich receive funda under Public Lev 81*874 
(School Assistaioia in Federally Afflicted Areaa) or Public Lair 73-167 (Johnson-O'llalley 
Act) or aute tuition aide. / 

Tranaportation Aid? Tranaportation shall be provided for apecial-^transf^r pupils eittei 
by the diatriet of raaidence or by contract agreement (in the event qf an inter-dis*- 
trict tranafar) if the pupil being tranaferrml vould otherwise qualify to be trana- 
ported* The district vhich provides such transportation ia entitled to full reisiburse- 
ment for the cost of such transportation but may not claim atatf^ransportation aid for 



SPECIAL EDUCATIONAL MEEDS (SEN) GRANTS 
Subchapter 5 of Chapter 115 of Wisconsin Statutes 



$ 1,225.000 COAIX) 



The stata makes granta to public school diatricts and to nonprofit, nonsectarian private 
agenc.iea for educational services provided to students who 1iave« or are likely to have, 
low levels of academic achievement » especially in relation to social and economic factors/* 
Priority ie given to ''programs for preschool children." 

SEN Grants are made from an annual appropriation from general purpose revenue. The 1978-79 
appropriation was for $1,225,000. but a portion of it (now shown above) is paid to agencies 
other than public school districts. Cooperative educational serva agencies (CESAs) may 
receive SEN grants* 



TUITION PAYMENTS 

Subchapter 5 of Chapter 121 of Wisconsin Statutes 

The state pays tuition for pupils in these categories: 



997.000 (0,14i; 



(1) children in children's homes. 

(2) children of parents employed at and residing on the grounds of a state or Tederal mili- 
tary camp, federal veterans* hospital, or state charitable or penal institution. 

(3) children in the care, custody, or control of the Department of Health and Social Ser- 
vices (with the exception of foster children). 

(4) non-handicapped children in tax-exempt foster homes, except if the home is in the same 
school district as the child's parent or guardian. 



ERIC 



State Share ; The state pays 75X of the total proposed budget. 
The amount of the budget is determined by guidelines estab* 
lished by the state superintendent. 

Local Share ; The participating school or agency must match 
25% of the proposed budget. Public schools and CESAs must 
match with cash; private agencies must match with cash or in- 
kind contributions* Districts may provide financial resour-^ 
ces over and above the 25% required. 

Extent of Participation : 8 school districts with a total en- 
rollment of 125.379 members and 3 CESAs received SEN grants 
totalling $285,000 or 23% of the total appropriation* SEN 
grants made to agencies other thm public schools or CESAs to^ 
tailed $475,000 or 39% of the total appropriation. $465,000 
or 38% of the appropriation was unexpended. 



State Share : The state pays the calculated amount of tuition 



Local Share ! The local district advances the funds for the 
education of pupils eligible for tuition, but is fully reim- 
bursed in the following year. 

Extent of Participation ; 28 out of 425 districts with a to- 
tal membership of 233.000. received tuition payments in 1978- 
79 for costs incurred in 1977-78. 
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Name of Procram; Legal CiUtiom Amount Appropriated 1978-79} Percent of State Puftcb Allocated; 
Program Description. 



The tuiclon payrdent Is computed as the net cost of a dlatrict^9 general fund and debt ser- 
vice fund divided by the average daily membership (A0M)* Since the payaant la a rei8d>ur8e- 
went for costs incurred in the prior school year, actual receipta»**disburaei&ehta, and ADM 
are use<!. Tuition Is paid from an annual appropriation from general purpose revenue and la 
prorated if the appropriation is insufficient to cover the amount generated by the fonnula* 



BILINGIEAL-BICULTURAL EDUCATION PROGRAMS 
Subchapter 6 of Chapter 115 of Wis. Stats. 



l>432.a00 



(0.20%) 



School districts which meet established criteria are required to provide bilingual-bicul* 
tural education programs for limited English-speaking pupils. The program is presently be- 
ing phased In* vlth bilingual-^bicultural programs required only of school districts %^tch 
have the required number of K-3 limited English-speaking pupils. 

By March 1 of each year districts are required to provide the state superintendent a count 
of limited English-speaking pupils in the dii»trict. ^ Those districts whieh have 10 or more 
limited English-speaking pupils in grades K*3 at a particular school (and whose parents have 
consented to their participation in a bilingual program) are required to providf^ a bilingual 
bicultural program. 

The state pays aids amounting to 70% of the district's expenditures for the salaries of 
personnel involved in bilingual**blcultural education programs, special books and equipment, 
and any other related expenses that are approved by the state superintendent. 



Caleulation of Iftate and Local Siares of Program Coati Extent 
of School District Participation. 



PUPIL SUPPORT PROGRAMS 
TRANSPORTATION AXDS 

Subchapter 4 of Chapter 121 of Wisconsin Statutes 



$ 15.119.500 (2.11%) 



Under Wis. Stat. 121.34, school districts must provide free transportation for; 
(1) all pupils living more than 2 miles from the school attended, except that city dis. 
tricts are not obligated to transport pupils vifihin the city limits, 
all handicapped pupils, regardless of distance, who cannot walk to school in safety 
and comfort, 

all pupils who would be exposed to unusual hazards in walking to school* 
Districts are required to provide transportation for all district residents qualifying under 
the above specifications regardless of whether they attend a public or non-public school* 

Wisi'onsin pays a flat per-pupil grant to local districts to help offset transportation 
coAiH on the basis of the following schedule: 



(2) 
(3) 



Distance 
Transported 
0-2 miles * 
2-5 miles 
5-8 miles 
B-12 miles 
over 12 miles 



Regular 
School Year 
$24 
24 
36 
48 
54 



Summer 
School 
$4 

4 

6 

6 

6 



^Handicapped children and children in areas of unusual hazard. 
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State Siiare ; The state pays 70% of all approved bilingual** 
bicultural education costs. 

Local Share ; The local district pays 30% of approved costs 
and 100% of all other coats associated with a bilingual-bi- 
cul tural education program. Such costs are sharable under 
the state general-aid program. 

Extent of Participation s 7 out of 425 school districts with 
a total membership of 238,0m, provided bilingual-bicultural 
education programs in 2 languages and received $1,393,000 in 
state reimbursement during the 1978-79 school year. 



State Share : The state pays the calculated amount. 

Local Share : The local district pays that portion of tcaf.»- 
portation costs remaining after transportation aid is de- 
ducted. Such costs are sharable under the general aid pro- 
gram. 

Extent of Participation : 418 out of Wisconsin's 425 dis- 
tricts with a total membership of 844«400 received trans- 
portation aid. 



^ATB SUPPORT, m^n 



vxsomsiR 



Hmme of Program) Ug«l CitMion; Amount Appropricted for 1978-79; Pereent of SUte Fundi AUoeated; 
RrogrMi Deseriptloo. 



Caleulttioii of SUte and Locral Sha.'e* of Program Costt Bstent 
of Sehool Oiatriet Partieipation. 



ERIC 



For pupils transported fewer than 91 days (regular year) or 16 daya (atimsier school) half 
payment is made. 

The payment is made from a biennial appropriation from general ptirfM^se revenue* Aid ie paid 
to refiahurse costs incurred by districts in the prior school year. Under Wis. Stat. 12IaSS» 
transportation aid will be prorated for any year in lAich the appropriation is insufficient 
to cover the formula amounts. 

SiCKOOL LIBRARY AID 

Constitution Article 10 Sections 2 and 5? Wis. States. 25.23 & 43*70 $ 3.381^200 

The Conroon Schdol Fund vas established by the Wisconairt Const! tut 1(M. Loans are made from 
the fund, and interest on the loans is distributed to school districts on the basis of the 
number of children bet%ieen the ages pf 4 ^d 20 residing in th^ district, as reported on 
the school census. In 1978*79. a payment of $2.57 per child was made. 



State Share : The atate pays the calculated amount* 



SCHDOL LUNCH AID 
Wis. Stat. 115.34 



$ 3.602.000 (0,50%) 



The State of Wisconsin makes payments to local school districts which equal the atate *a 
matching obligations under the federal school lunch program (PL 79-396). The paymnts in 
the current year are determined on the basis of the nuo^er of school lunches served in the 
prior year. For 1978-79. the reimbursement was 4.5c per lunch. 



Local Share : There is no local requirement for particin»tlon 
in school library aid. 

Extent of Partlcination : All 374 K-12 and 42 K-8 dl ^cts 
vlth a total membership of 856,800 received school library 
aid. 



Stat^ Share : the state pfVs the calculated amount. 



CAPITAL SUPPORT PROGRAMS 

STATE TRUST FUND LOANS, Chapter 25 of Wisconsin Statutes 



Est. $ 12»000.000 



The state trust fund consists of money derived from the sale of public lands. As loans ftw 
the fund are repaid, money continues to become available for new loans. 

Loans are made to school districts and municipalities. Districts must obtain approval of 
their applications (limited to $500,000 per application per year) and have outstanding debt 
of less than 10% of their equalized valuation (5t for elementary and union high school dis- 
tricts). 

In 1977-78 over $10.5 million in new loans were made to 33 school districts. 



DEBT SERVICE AID 

Subchapter 2 of Chapter 121 of Wisconsin Statutes 

Up to $90 per member of the net cost of long-term debt service Is included in the cost sub- 
ject to sharing under the general-aid program. ^ 



Local Share ; The local districts pay any portion of the cost 
over the combined federal and state reimbursement. Such 
costs are sharable under the general-aid program. 

E x , tent ; of Participation : 406 districts with a total member- 
ship of 802,900 received state school lunch aid in 1978-79. 



State Share : Approximately $12*000^000 is available each 
year. 

Local Share : Districts repay the loan and 5. OX Interest by 
collections through the property tax. 

Extent of Participation : At the start of the 1978*^79 school 
year there were approximately 742 loans outstanding* total* 
ling $67*192*387* to 253 districts. In the first 6 months of 
fiscal 1978-79* 32 loans for $7,447,000 were granted to 24 
school districts. 



State Share : See General Aid description Ho. 7. 
Local Share : See General Aid description No. 7. 



Extent of Participation ; 386 districts with a total mender- 
ship of 827*700 received general equalixaticAaid on their 
long-terratdebt up to $90/me8d>er. ^ O 
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Mgtrk Fox, Assistant Superlntendrnitp served as the State 
authority for preparation and review of this pro-am 
report* 



Selected School Finance Facta 



STATE SUPPORT 

!• The State provided approxijnately percent of the State and local 
revenueo for education. 

2* Mineral royalities and a six mill State prop^ty tax are the 

principal sources of state aid for public schodls. For the 1976- 
77 school year, mineral royalties were the source of 50 percent 
of school aid and the statewide levy accounted for an additional 
27 percent of 3UCh aid. Earning froa the Land Income Fund 
provided 18 porcertt. State appropriations accounted for only 
4 percent of the total. Minor receipts were derived from a 
motor vehicle tax, a car company tax and insurance, 

3.. The State guaranteed a uniform amount equal to $20,300 per 
classroom unit. This guarantee equalled an estiinated 26 
percent of average expenditures per pupil. 

4. A new prc^am, the Capj^^ Construction Act of 1977 > provides 
formula grants and loans to school districts for capital 
purposes. This is the first grant program in this area* 



LOCAL SUPPORT 

1. There are 51 - independent school districts L :;he State* 

2» Local and county revenue for public elenientary and 
secondary schools obtained •^from property taxes account 
for about 70 percent of the local revenue receipts. 
The remaining 30 percent is from county sources, such 
as fines and forfeitures, motor vehicles feea^ and 
the forest reserve fund. 

3. Full participation in the School Foundation Program 
Fund requires a 10-mill tax rate for K-12 districts; 
6.666 mills for elementary dirtrlcts supporting a high 
school; 3.334 mills for special hi^ school districts; 
and 10 mills for elementary districts not supporting 

a high school. Also required «^re county tayrs ranging 
trom 4 to 12 mills <iepending on the grade "* of the 
school district. 

4. Current expense tax levies for grades K*12 based on 
county assessed valuations of taxable property are 
limited to 25 mills without electoral approval and 
28 mills with voter approval. (Elan. 15-with vote 
16. S; HS 10-with vote 11.2; Elem. not supporting 
HS-15-16.8 and 5 mills for tuition.) 

5* Counties may levy up to 3 mills on the county valuation 
of taxable property to produce a maximum of $300 per 
teacher and $300 to $450 per bus route. 

6. A Special Building Fund, authorised for a period of years 
by electoral approval, may not exceed 4 percent of the 
district's assessed valuation. 



Total bonded indebtedness may not exceed 6 percent of 
the county assessed valuation for either elementary and 
secondary grades or 10 percent in total for grades K-12, 



ERLC 
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!!SI?a^ dSSiJSI!^ Citatlom Amount Appropriated for 19T8-T9, Pareent of State Fiincb AUoeatedt 



TOTAL 

BASIC SOf PORT PROGRAM 

SCHOOL POuSn?ATION FRCX^RAM FWf> 
(Ch. 119 » Lavs of 19>5» aa amended. 
Ch. 67, SLW, 1959, Sec. I. Ch. 192, 
SLW, 1961, Sec. 1, Ch. 72, SLW, 1963, 
Ch* 190, SLV 1965, SLW 1973) 



S69a2U945 (100X> 



^5Q>696>896 (73.341) 



Value of Claaaroom Unit 

FT 79 ^21,700 
FY 80 23,200 

All reported unit expenditurea ore calculated on baaia of claaarooa units of $21,700 
except aa noted. 

Unit allotments are baaed on prior year ADM and are calculated aa tollovs: 

Elementary, grades 1-8 1 u iit for each 25 pupils In ADM for 

achoola vith 200 or more pupils* 

Secondary, grades 9-12 1 unit tor each 25 pupils in ADM for 

schools with 300 or more ADM. 

The following nuaber of claaarooa unite (CRU) were funded in 1978-79? (>77,38i,784)* 

grades 1-6 1,7^.542 

grades 7-8 587.537 ^ 

grades 9-12 1,219.994 

The calculated amount refers to the State and local shared costs of the Foundation 
Program for all school districta, including those %fhich do not receive any entitle- 
ments under chia program. Of the State'a 51 school districts, 14 receive no en- 
titlements because of their wealth status. 



VKOfXSC 



Catetdation of State and T<^ai »iapes of Program Coatt Extant 
of School District Partieipation. 



State sbaret Total cost of odLnimuni program, minus 
local district resources, 950,696,896 

Local share t Standard tax ratea baaed on current 
local aaaeaaed valuation: 

IC^12 districts* 10 mills* 

1«*8 diatricts, not in a high achool district, lu 
milla 

1-8 diatricts in a high school diatrict, 6.666 mills 
9*12 districts, 3.334 mills. 

Tax yields $32,525,733 

In addition, a mandatory 12^1 lis county levy is re- 
quired: 

K-12 districts 12 mills 
1- 8 districts 8 mills 

9-12 districts 4 mills 

1- 8 not supporting a high school, 12 mills 

Tax yield: $39,023,476 

The yield of this levy is distributed back to the 
districts on a percentage basis determined by taking 
the districts classroom units forsthe previous year 
and dividing It by the total classroom units in the 
county for the previous year. 

A general county school tax is levied for teachers 
salaries and bus routes. Tax yield: $2»3d4,37y 

Local contribution of participating districts to the 
Foundation Program was $A6,432,796 and includes both 
district and county revenues. 

The 14 districts which did not qualify for foundation 
aid raised $50,202,738. 

Extent of participation : 37 school districts partici- 
pated in the Foundation Program. 
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Program Oeseriptiofu 



Caleutatlon of State and Local S9iarea ctf Program Cortt Extant 
of SelKKd DIatriet Partidpatioiu 
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AdjuacwfiCs for wall schools 







Mini- 






Mini- 




Divi- 


IBUlQt 




Divi- 






sor 


Units 


aDH 


sor 


Units 


'tndep 25 


10 


1.00 


Vnder 25 


10 


I. 00 


23-44 


IS 


2.40 


25-59 


12 


2.40 


45-89 


18 


2.93 


60-109 


15 


4.91 


90-139 


20 


4.94 


110-169 


IS 


7.27 


140-199 


23 


6.95 


170-239 


21 


9.36 


200 or 












owra 


I'i 


8. 65 


240-299 


23 


11.38 








300 or 












store 


25 


13.00 



The State suForintendant shall first allot to each dlatriet* claasroom uaita for one 
teacher* elenentary and secondary schools* classroom units for vocational education 
and classroom units for kindergarten and social roons. (See foundation report 
enclosures.) 

Allotments of claasrooni units shall be taada on the average dally membership for Che 
preceding school year. 

Allowable adjustments for enrollment changes. 

HecalculaCion of claasroom units in any school is alloved upon district application 
to the State Board of Education: 



Increased attendance (1) 



(2) 



Decreased attendance (3) 



if the ADH in the first 60 daya of the school year 
exceeds the prior year ADM by IQX or 100 pupils in 
ADM during the same period; or 

if enrollment in any school increaaes by February 1 
by I5X over prior year ADM during the first 60 days; 
or 

if ADH declines by lUO ADM or by lOX of prior year 
ADM during the first 60 days of the current year* 
then the State board may recalculate the entitlement « 



Special Classesa •••• 

299 .MS classroom units vere funded 



($6*304*467)* 



Each school providing a claas for the educable retarded and for pupils evaluated or 
diagnoaed as having i^yaical* psychological* or social disabilities ifhlch impair 
learning* la alloved one unit (9ax,70Q) for each class of tan (10) or more pupils 
and proportional units for tewar than ten (10) pupils; and one (1) full unit* or pro* 
portional fraction thereof* tor each eight (8) pupils identified as trainable re« 
tarded; provided a properly certificated teacher q^lified to teach pupils having 
the disabilitiea included in this Act is employed in each allocated claaaroom unit* 
and such pupils are not otherwise included in any other claasroom unit determination. 



* State and local coata. 
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Vocational Educatioti ; lSU,Wl.980)a 

Fiamliiig vaa ptMided for 649.400 eLaaanroom utiita. 

S*!? fallowlog program m approved by tlia Occupational Education 

Saction of cht Stata Dapartmant of Bducations r # -k- rawwi^ion 

Vocational Oriantatiott» gradea 7-*a 

Vocational Enploration (Including tnduatrial Arta Exploration, Conaumar and 
Braaaaking Education) gradaa U-12. 

u^^t^ 5* •"T? vocational inatructor teaching vocational aub* 

JraiMn «f i t^^ cartlfiad. full tl«a. For la«a than full tlma a proportionate 
fraction of a claaarom unit vill be allotted* 

Claaaas »hall be scheduled for periods of tiiaa not laaa than that required for other 
aubjacte in the school prograa. 

One Teacher Schools ^^ 976,500)* 

Funding vaa* provided for 45 claaaroom unite 

Kindergarten ($3,123,324)* 

I unit for each- 25 full-iLime kindergarten ADM or each 50 helf-tise ADM» 
143*932 claaarooa units were funded. 

Hoaebound children 70,811)* 

3/4 coat of homebound payments credit to the Foundation Progran cost. 
"^"^^^^^ 479,983)* 

Cost of tuition, except tuition for high school students 
in elementary districts not supporting a high school ^ 
then only the amount in excess of 5 mills, times th^ valua- 
tion for the year the obligation vas incurred. 

Supplementary special education costs . . ($ 8,095,327)* 

Amount approved by the Exceptional Children Division, State Department of 
Education. Program based on current ADM^ 

Pupil transportation 5,314,101)* 

3/4 of bus operation and maintenance cost ere, d the Foundation Program cost. 

Capital outlay for purthase of buses .... l,l89»l;0)* 
1/6 of total cost credit to the Foundation Program cost. 

Isolation ... <$ 320,294)* 

3/4 cost of isolation payments credit to the Foundation Program cost. 

• State and local coata. 
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Name of Program? Legal Citatioi^ Amount Approfviated for 1978-79; Pareadt of State Fundi AUoeated; 
Program Diaseription. 


Caleiaatton of State and Local Sharea Program Coat; Extent 
of Sehotf Dtatriet Partieipation. 

<. 


COKIQN SOiOOI. LAND IHOOm FUND 912»277»349 
Saction 2p Article VII« Cooatitution; 
Section 9-36 Wyoming Compiled Statutea 
1957 


State share: 100 percent of calculated amount* 
Local share: Nona* however thia State aid ^*a counted 


rnia pwic a la la availao&e to aii aiatricta ana la aerivaa trom tne aarninga or a per-^ 
manent fund that increaaea yearly. $105 per eenaua child was diatributed. 


« Extent of participation: 51 achool diatricta* 


PUPIL TARGETED IKSTRDCT^OKAL PROGRAMS 












PUPIL SUPPORT SERVICES 








DISTRICT CHARACTERISTICS $12^947^049 (18.73X) 




SUPPLEMENTAL AID 


State share: Calculated amount 


The amount ot aaaefisied valuation neceaaary to bring the diatriet up to the State 
average mult ipl led by a prescribed millage late equala the State supplemental 
aid. 


Local ahare: Supplemental aid is available only to 
diatricta levying the maxiania tax allowed without a 
district vote which is 25 mills in unified districts* 

Thd niAitifniiA rAtfi vairifiA H^lnu rtiifi PAta for nAnut>i» 

fied districts. 

Extent of participation: 34 diatricta receive aid. 


r^AOfPAf otf»nr>ci«f* ncifV^DAWC 

CArlTiiL SUPrQRT PRWRAna 


» 


CAPITAL CONSTRUCTION ACT of 1977 $ 5,478.000 ( 7»93X) 
U.S. 21*1-29 to 21.1-293 




Part I Grant Program 




Each diatriet 'a entitlement is equal to the number of classroom units in the 
district multiplied by $3,200 minus the yield of a 4 mill levy on the current 

aa^Tennetl /altiatlon. 


State share: Ci*.lculated amount* 

Local share: Proceeds of a 4 mill levy. 


The entitlement may be used to: 




a) Accumulate in an interest t/earing account earmarked for future conatruction 
needs in building and equipping school facilities; 




b) Retire an exiating bond issue; 




c) Acquire and develop building sites; 




d) Repay loans of State funds; 




e> Repay advances from the permanent Wyoming minetal trust fund described below. 
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^mUL^^ ?y?"!f citation; Amount Appropriated for 1978-79; Pereent of SUte Pun* AUoeatedi 
rrograni Dmenptlon. 



Caleulation of State and Loeal Shares of Program Costi Extent 
of Sehod Distriet ParUeipation. 



Fart XI loan Progran 



A achool dittrlee aqr apply for and receive up to seven yeara of anticipated en- 
titl^nta froa the Wjfoning mineral truat fund. The Fara toan Board shall approve 
the advanced entitleoent if it appeara necessary to finance the portion of a 
capital construction project which aseeeds 80 percent of the bonding capacitv of a 
school district. 



If an advance is »ade to a school district^ future entitlements of the district 
shall he paid into a general fund until the advance and interest thereon is re- 
paid. Interest is charged at the rate of intereat received frcm other invest- 
nents in the mineral trust fund. 



No loans have yet been made under the loan program. 
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